so THE : 
2 PEOPLE CALLED 
BAPTISTS — 


GEORGE W. McDANIEL ie 


WW 


) 7 
ee 
a) 


fo~) 


shige 
feo PLE CALLED 
PA PALS ES 


GEORGE W. McDANIEL 


Revised in 1935 
By Baptist Training Union Department 


SZ 
NASHVILLE, TENNESSEE 


THE SUNDAY SCHOOL BOARD 
of the 
SOUTHERN BAPTIST CONVENTION 


Original Edition Copyright, 1925 
Revised Edition Copyright, 19385 
The Sunday School Board 
of the 
Southern Baptist Convention 
Nashville, Tenn. 


> 


This book is manufactured under wartime conditions 
in conformity with all Government regulations con- 
trolling the use of paper and other materials. 


Printed in the United States of America 
2500—8-45—3 


DIRECTIONS CONCERNING STUDY, CLASS 
WORK, EXAMINATION, AND AWARD 


The seal for Course X, Denominational Life, in the 
Baptist Young People’s Union Study Course, is 
awarded for the completion of this book. Ten periods 
of forty-five minutes each, or the equivalent, must be 
given to class work. The member must attend at least 
six of the ten periods to be eligible for the class exami- . 
nation. A member of the class who fails to attend six 
periods, or who for other valid reason cannot take the 
class examination, may take a special examination, but 
must answer at least twenty questions. The member 
must pass a written examination, without help of any 
kind, and make a grade of at least 70 per cent. He 
must read the book through, or pledge that he will read 
it through within two weeks. 

The examination may also be taken by correspon- 
dence following home study. The state Baptist Train- 
ing Union department, or the Baptist Training Union 
Department of the Baptist Sunday School Board, will 
submit questions for such examination and receive the 
examination paper. The member must answer at least 
twenty questions on a correspondence examination, 
without help of any kind, and make a grade of at least 
70 per cent. Anyone taking the correspondence ex- 
amination must read the book through before taking 
the examination. 

J. E. LAMBDIN 
Secretary and Editor, Baptist Training Union 


Department, Baptist Sunday School Board. 
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CHAPTER I 


WHO THEY ARE: WHAT THEY HAVE 
DONE 


IntRopucTION—A Nose ANCESTRY 


The name “Christians” was first applied, in derision, 
to the followers of Christ by enemies at Antioch. The 
name “Baptists” was first given, in ridicule, by Pedo- 
baptist opponents of the people who rejected the bap- 
tism of babies. Both names, like the cross, have been 
changed from marks of shame to badges of honor. 


To be well born is to enter life with advantages. 
Baptists are justly proud of their parentage—the New 
Testament. They have an ancient and scriptural 
origin. Certain characters in history are named as 
founders of various denominations: the disciples be- 
gan with Alexander Campbell, the Methodists with 
John Wesley, though Wesley never left the “Church 
of England,” the Presbyterians with John Calvin, the 
Lutherans with Martin Luther, and the Church of 
England with Henry VIII and Cranmer’s Book of 
Common Prayer in the reign of Edward VI. Not so 
with the Baptists. There is no personality this side 
of Jesus Christ who is a satisfactory explanation of 
their origin. The New Testament churches were in- 
dependent, self-governing, democratic bodies like the 
Baptist churches of today. We originated, not at the 
Reformation, nor in the Dark Ages, nor in any cen- 
tury after the apostles, but our marching orders are 
the Commission, and the first Baptist church was the 
first church at Jerusalem. Our principles are as old, 
as Christianity, and we acknowledge no founder but 
Christ. 
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Character is determined by ideals and achieve- 
ments. If we would know the place of Baptists, we 
must consider their historic greatness, their heroic 
fidelity to human liberty, their advocacy of religious 
liberty, and their part in the life of our country. Our 
principles develop a type of character and life which 
tends to make men potent factors in achievements 
worth while. 


I. THerrR Historic GREATNESS 


Baptists have been pioneers in so many fields that 
to enumerate these might seem to assume a braggart 
spirit, but a statement of irrefutable facts must be 
taken as dispassionate and impartial. 


1. Modern Missions 


The father of modern missions was William Carey, 
an English Baptist. In thirty years he and his co- 
‘laborers made the Word of God accessible to a third 
of the people of the globe. He was “one of England’s 
greatest men, doing more to make the India of today 
than Clive or Hastings, and contributing to the mak- 
ing of England hardly less than John Wesley.” 

Organic foreign missions in America began with the 
“American Board of Commissioners for Foreign Mis- 
sions” (1810). Two of these commissioners were 
Adoniram Judson and Luther Rice. Judson and his 
wife, studying their Greek New Testament, became 
convinced that the immersion of a professing believer 
is the only Christian baptism. They were baptized 
by a Baptist missionary in India. Rice, upon reach- 
ing his destination, arrived at a similar conclusion. 
Luther Rice is noted as a missionary and the founder 
of the old Columbian College (now George Washing- 
ton University), Washington, D. C., and Adoniram 
Judson is the foremost name in the annals of Ameri- 
can missions. 


2. Bible Societies and Sunday Schools 
Bible societies were originated first by a Baptist, 
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Joseph Hughes. The International Uniform Sunday — 
School System is due to a Baptist layman of Chicago, - 
B. F. Jacobs. The first Sunday school paper for young. 
people in the United States, “The Young Reaper,” 
was established by Baptists. The Baraca movement 
was started by a Baptist layman, Marshall A. Hudson. 


3. The Christian Pulpit 


The Christian pulpit has been occupied by able and 
eloquent Baptists. Alexander Maclaren, famous as 
the greatest biblical sermonizer of a century; F. B. 
Meyer, whose preaching and writing have circled the 
globe; A. J. Gordon, who was called a titanic ex-) 
pounder of God’s Word; Andrew Fuller, who. held 
the rope while Carey went down in the well; Robert 
Hall, whose elegant diction is unsurpassed by any Eng- 
lish orator; Christmas Evans, whose impassioned elo- 
quence won thousands to Christ; and Charles 
Spurgeon, whose sermons were heard and read by 
more people than those of any other preacher of all 
time, were all Baptist preachers. Dr. Chalmers said 
of the English Baptist preachers of his day: “Perhaps 
there is not a more intellectual community of min- 
isters in our island, or who have put forth to their 
number a greater amount of mental power and mental 
activity in the defense and illustration of our common 
faith.” 

4. Education 


The first president of Harvard College was Henry 
Dunster, who, by his scholarship, enthusiasm and 
proficiency and by his sacrificing of his means and 
health for its interest, brought the college into a posi- 
tion exceeding the hopes of its best friends. He lost 
his office because of his espousal of Baptist views. 
The largest early benefactors of Harvard College were 
Thomas Hollis, a wealthy English Baptist, and his 
descendants. Thomas Hollis founded the Hollis Chair 
of Theology, the first in the United States. 
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Baptists have been forward in education in America. 
Brown University, the first college in the Middle States 
and the seventh in the United States, in the front rank 
of American institutions of learning, was founded by 
_ Baptists in 1764, and the charter requires that the 

president shall be a Baptist. Vassar College, generally 

conceded to be the first college in America for the 
higher education of women, was founded by Matthew 
Vassar, a Baptist in principle. Other colleges for 
women have been founded, but “the primacy of Vassar 
is far more than chronological.” 

5. Literature 
The literature of the weitd has been enriched by 

Baptist writers. Daniel DeFoe, the author of Robin- 
son Crusoe; John Foster, the great essayist; John 
Howard, the philanthropist; John Milton, the great 
epic poet and statesman; and John Bunyan, the im- 


- mortal dreamer, whose Pilgrim’s Progress ranks 
d 


next to the Bible in extent of its circulation, were all 
Baptists. 

Milton began as a member of the Church of En- 
gland, then became a strong Presbyterian, then find- 
ing that Presbyterianism represented “as much of in- 
tolerance and tyranny as belonged to the Roman 
Church,” he became an Independent, and theoretically 
a Baptist. He held the fundamental Baptist principle 
of separation of church and state, rejected infant bap- 
tism, and contended that immersion in water is the 
proper form of baptism. Two quotations from his 
“Christian Doctrine” will suffice. “Infants are not 
to be baptized in as much as they are incompetent 
to receive instruction or to believe, or to enter into a 
covenant, or to promise or answer for themselves, or 
~ even to hear a word.” “The bodies of believers, who 
engage themselves to pureness of life, are immersed 
in running water.” “Under the influence of Roger Wil- 


* Jiams he came out squarely and opposed interference 


of the state or civil magistrate in any way in matters 
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of religious belief. He and John Bunyan, by the 
estimate of Lord Macaulay, were the two minds of 
the latter half of the seventeenth century which pos- 
sessed the “imaginative faculty” in a very eminent de- 
gree. One produced “Paradise Lost”; the other Pil- 
grim’s Progress. Differing in many respects, they 
were alike in their dependence upon the Word of God, 
and in their tenacity to Baptist principles. One 
sounded those principles “like a grand organ peal’; 
the other sounded them with the simplicity, unaffect- 


edness, and persuasiveness of a singer of the soil. 
# 


6. Hymnology 


It is a noteworthy fact that to the Baptists the 
world is indebted for the most popular national hymn 
of our language, “My Country, ’Tis of Thee.” Bap- 
tists also wrote: 


How Firm s Foundation; My Hope is Built; Jesus, Thou 
Art the Sinner’s Friend; Awake, My Soul, in Joyful Lays; 
O, Could I Speak the Matchless Worth; Majestic Sweetness 
Sits Enthroned; Come, Humble Sinner, in Whose Breast; Did 
Christ O’er Sinners Weep? The Morning Light is Breaking; 
Take the Name of Jesus With You; Saviour, Thy Dying 
Love; Shall We Gather at the River? He Leadeth Me, O 
Blessed Thought; I Need Thee Every Hour; I Am So Glad 
that Our Father in Heaven; Almost Persuaded; Where is My 
Wandering Boy Tonight? On Jordan’s Stormy Banks; Dare 
to Be a Daniel; Blest Be the Tie that Binds; How Precious 
Is the Book Divine; Lord, Dismiss Us With Thy Blessing; 
Come, Thou Fount of Every Blessing; Softly Fades the Twi- 
light Ray; Come Holy Spirit, Heavenly Dove; Father, 
Whate’er of Earthly Bliss; My Jesus, I Love Thee; God, in 
the Gospel of His Son; Oh, Safe to the Rock That is Higher 
Than I; Go Preach the Blest Salvation; Our Country’s 
Voice is Pleading; Holy Bible, Book Divine; Ye Christian 
Heralds, Go Proclaim; O Thou My Soul, Forget No More;. 
More Holiness Give Me; Wonderful Words of Life; Who- 
soever Will; The Light of the World is Jesus; The Half Was 
Never Told; Bringing in the Sheaves. 


W. H. Doane, a Baptist, wrote the music for many 
of our popular hymns, such as: 
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Pass Me Not, O Gentle Saviour; Near the Cross; I Am 


Thine, O Lord; ’Tis the Blessed Hour of Prayer; Some Sweet 


_ Day; Saviour More Than Life to Me; More Love to Thee, 


O Christ; Hide Me, Oh, My Saviour, Hide Me; Will Jesus 
Find Us Watching? What Shall the Harvest Be? Rescue the 
Perishing; To the Work. 


Robert Lowry, a Baptist, wrote the music for “Sav- 
iour, Thy Dying Love,’ and “We’re Marching to 
Zion.” “Coronation,” the tune sung round the world, 
was written by Oliver Holden, a Baptist. These songs 
have smoothed more dying pillows and comforted 


‘more sorrowing hearts than all the philosophies from 


Plato to Bergson. 

Baptists have an honorable history. Their record 
is clean upon the separation of church and state. 
Having given to the United States religious freedom, 
at the cost of their property, their liberty, their good 
name, and their lives, it is their chief glory that, 


suffering all martyrdom themselves, they never yet 


have persecuted others. 


If. Tueir Heroic Fineviry to Human Lisertry 


1. Always Champions 
Baptists have always been champions of civil and 
religious liberty. Roger Williams, who took ground 


in advance of his Puritan compeers on the subject 


of personal liberty, being banished from the colony 
of Massachusetts, went to the present site of Provi- 


- dence, Rhode Island, where he founded what is re- 


garded by some as the first Baptist Church in America, 
and the first commonwealth on earth in which there 


- was absolute civil and religious liberty. The framers 


of the Constitution of the United States caught the 
spirit of Roger Williams and as a result we have a 
country which has been the refuge of the persecuted 
and oppressed of all nations. Article VI, on religious 
liberty, in the American Constitution was introduced 
by the united effort of Baptists in 1789. The first 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States, 
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guaranteeing freedom of speech, freedom of religion, 
and the right to petition, was adopted largely through 
the activity of Baptists. They took the initiative in 
a letter to President Washington and a month later 
Madison, with Washington’s approval, presented the 
amendment along with nine others. 

John Clarke, highly educated in arts and in medi-— 
cine, the most outright and upright, important and 
influential, American Baptist of the seventeenth cen- 
tury, did more than anyone else to call the attention 
of the world to Puritan intolerance. He secured the 
Charter of 1643 which made Rhode Island a free 
democratic state with full provision for liberty of 
conscience, and he was the originator of the public 
free school system. He founded the Newport Church, 
which, for consistent and persistent devotion to Bap- 
tist. principles, for completeness of organization and 
fervor in evangelism, deserves priority. 

Sir Henry Havelock, the valiant British general 
and the deliverer of Lucknow, united with the Baptists 
of India and was baptized by one of Carey’s fellow 
missionaries. In Cromwell’s Irish garrisons there were 
twelve Baptist governors of cities, ten colonels, three’ 
lieutenant-colonels, ten majors and forty-three com- 
pany officers. In the War of the Commonwealth in 
England and the War of the Revolution in the United 
States, Baptists were patriots. 

Among the many Baptists who rendered military 
service in the Revolution, a few conspicuous names — 
may be mentioned. Pastor M’Clanahan, of Culpeper 
County, Virginia, raised a military company of Bap- 
tists and served on the field, both as captain and chap- 
lain. Reverend David Barrow shouldered his musket 
and showed how fields were won. Colonel Jacob 
Houghton, grandfather of Spencer Cone, was in a - 
Baptist-meeting-house when the news of the defeat at 
Lexington reached him. The services ended, he stood 
in the open before the building and spoke: ‘Men of 
New Jersey, the Red Coats are murdering our breth- 
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ren in New England. Who follows me to Boston?” 
Every man stepped into line and answered, “I.” Gen- 
eral Scriven, when ordered by the British officer to 
give up Sunbury, near Savannah, sent back the an- 
swer, “Come and take it.” Deacon Mills, of the 
First Baptist Church of Philadelphia, commanded 
skilfully one thousand riflemen at the battle of Long 
Island and for his valor was made a brigadier gen- 
eral. Deacon Loxley, of the same church, com- 
manded the artillery at the battle of Germantown 
with the rank of colonel. “He was always foremost 
when great guns were in question.” Add to this galaxy 
John Hart, who signed the Declaration of Indepen- 
dence, and John Brown, whose fleet of privately owned 
vessels attacked the Gaspee which had entered Nar- 
ragansett Bay to enforce British revenue customs. 
Lieutenant Duddington was wounded, the other of- 
ficers and the crew left, and the Gaspee was blown 
up. “This was the first British blood shed in the 
War of Independence.” In their list of Tory sym- 
_pathizers made up by Judge Curwen appear nine 
hundred and twenty-six names living in America, and 
a larger number were already exiled by Colonial Law, 
but there is not the name of one Baptist on the list. 
This is why President Washington, in his letter to the 
Baptists, could pay them the just tribute: “I rec- 
ollect with satisfaction that the religious societies of - 
which you are a member have been, throughout Amer- 
ica, uniformly and almost unanimously the firm 
friends to civil liberty and the persevering promoters 
of our glorious Revolution.” It explains how Thomas 
Jefferson could write to a Baptist church, “We have 
acted together: from the origin to the end of a mem- 
orable Revolution.” 

2. Always Loyal 

Baptists are renowned the world over for their 
loyalty. At the coronation of the late Czar at Mos- 
cow, May 15, 1895, fear filled all hearts, and it was 
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not known who was loyal. Some one told a prominent 
officer that he could trust the Baptists. Many of them 
were therefore chosen, some of whom had just returned 
from exile and were drafted for this special service. 
The patriotism of Baptists is illustrated by the 
case of William Turner, a member of the group of 
Baptists of Charlestown, Massachusetts. In 1670 
Turner was in prison for his religious views. “Above 
thirty weeks,” he says, “I have been lying in prison 
to the possible ruin of my body. I am ready to serve 
this country to the utmost of my ability, in all civil 
things. In faith and order God alone can satisfy a 
poor soul.’”’ When in 1676 the fortunes of the war 
with King Philip were turning against the settlers, 
the magistrates asked Turner to raise a company. 
He recruited a company mainly from the members of 
the First Baptist Church. At the Falls of the Con- 
necticut he sprang a surprise upon the enemy which 
evoked the praise of even Increase Mather. Today 
the site of that battle bears the name “Turner’s Falls”’ 
in memory of a notable episode in Baptist loyalty to 
civil government. William of Orange was sustained in 
the gloomiest hours of his struggles for the Dutch 
Republic by the sympathy and aid of the Baptists. 
He testified to their loyalty, industry and virtue. 
Baptist loyalty to country met the test in the 
World War. State and general conventions, without 
exception, rang true in patriotic resolutions. Our 
churches backed the war with their money and their 
members. Hundreds of ministers served in various 
capacities, some as military combatants. Patriotic 
fervor burned in the theological seminaries and their 
students enlisted in large numbers. Our sons went to 
war by the ten thousands, and they went with the 
benediction of the denomination upon their heads. 
Our daughters donned and adorned the Red Cross and 
alleviated human suffering. The soil of France is 
enriched with Baptist blood. America’s name is made 
more glorious by Baptist devotion. And all of this 
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was done in spite of certain governmental acts which 
we could not and did not approve. 


III. ApvocatTes or Reuicious LIBERTY 


Their place has ever been with the pioneers of hu- 
manity. On many a field of battle and blood, the 
banner of civil and religious liberty has been borne 
aloft by Baptist hands. To them the two things su- 
premely worth while are religion and liberty. These 
are closely akin. They are essential to the highest 
good of man.- Joined in one word, religious-liberty, 
the perpetuity of each is guaranteed. The draft of 
the League of Nations read by President Wilson to the 
peace conference provided freedom of conscience or 
religion to the colonies of Central Africa. Baptists 
had, months before the war ended, petitioned that 
these rights be granted in every nation. We have 
come a long way from the days of oppression and 
have come through much tribulation. If our princi- 
ples are now the possession, or aspiration, of all peo- 
ple who read and think, and our passionate love of 
liberty is the native air of this great land, and the 
growing sentiment of all lands, it is largely because 
these principles have been woven into the warp and 
woof of human thought by generations of heroic souls 
who held the Baptist faith. 

Thomas Jefferson said to his neighbors, the mem- 
bers of the Baptist Church of Buck Mountain, in 
Albemarle, April 13, 1809: “We have contributed, 
each in the line allotted us, our endeavors to render 
its issue a permanent blessing to our country. That our 
social intercourse may, to the evening of our days, be 
cheered and cemented by witnessing the freedom and 
happiness for which we have labored, will be my 
constant prayer. Accept the offering of my affection- 
ate esteem and respect.” He wrote five letters to 
Baptist churches and associations. 

George P. Fisher, professor at Yale, wrote: “A Bap- 
tist committee laid their complaints before the Massa- 


rr 
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chusetts delegates in the first Continental Congress 
at Philadelphia. The support which the Baptists 
lent to the patriotic cause, and the proclamation of 
human rights which was made on every hand won a 
hearing for their demands and rendered them, after 
tedious delays, successful, In Virginia, Patrick 
Henry, Jefferson and Madison enlisted in their favor. 
In 1785 the statute of religious freedom was adopted, 
of which Jefferson deemed it a great honor to have 
been the author, by which intervention in matters of 
faith and worship was forbidden to the State. All 
denominations were thus put on a level, and none were 
taxed for the support of religion.”—History of the 
Christian Church, page 560. 

Parton, after mentioning the address from the Bap- 
tists to the Virginia Convention, August 16, 1775, pe- 
titioning that four Baptist ministers should be allowed 
to preach to Baptist soldiers, cites the Convention’s 
resolution which both granted the request and con- 
ceded the principle: “Resolved, That it be an instruc- 
tion to the commanding officers of regiments or troops 
to be raised that they permit dissenting clergymen to 
celebrate divine worship, and to preach to the soldiers, 
or exhort, from time to time, as the various oper- 
ations of the military service may permit, for the ease 
of such scrupulous consciences as may not choose to 
attend divine worship as celebrated by the chaplain.” 
He then adds a striking sentence “Thus began re- 
ligious equality in Virginia.”—Parton, *Life of Thom- 
as Jefferson, page 174. 

Leonard Woolsey Bacon, Congregationalist, discuss- 
ing the establishment of the American principle of 
the non-interference of the state with religion and 
the equality of all religious communions before the 
law, concludes: “So far as this work was a work of 
intelligent conviction and religious faith, the chief 
honor of it must be given to the Baptists. Other 
sects, notably the Presbyterians, had been energetic 


*Out of print. 
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and efficient in demanding their own liberties; the 
Friends and the Baptists agreed in demanding liberty 
of conscience and worship, and equality before the 
law, for all alike. But the active labor in this cause 
_ was mainly done by the Baptists. It is to their con- - 
sistency and constancy in the warfare against the 
privileges of the powerful ‘Standing Order’ of New 
England, and of the moribund establishments of the 
South that we are chiefly indebted for the final tri- 
-umph in this country of that principle of the separa- 
tion of Church and State which is one of the largest 
contributions of the New World to civilization and to 
the church universal.’—*A History of American 
Christianity, page 221. 
“In England, from the time of Henry VIII to Wil- 
liam ITI, a full century and a half, the Baptists strug- 
gled to gain their footing and to secure liberty of 
conscience for all. From 1611 they issued appeal after 
appeal, addressed to the King, the Parliament, and 
the people, in behalf of ‘soul liberty,’ written with a 
breadth of view and force of argument hardly since 
exceeded. Yet, until the Quakers arose in 1660, the 
Baptists stood alone in its defense, amid universal 
_ opposition ... Among the Baptists Christian free- 
dom found its earliest, its staunchest, its most con- 
 gistent, and its most disinterested champion. . . Not 
less powerful has been the influence of Baptists in 
the United States. . . . Persecuted themselves, they 
never persecuted others. . . . The paths of the Bap- 
tists are paths of freedom, pleasantness and peace.” 


te —*Appleton’s American Encyclopedia, Vol. II, page 


293f. 

Professor Masson in his life of Milton says of the | 
Thomas Helwys Church which came over from Am- 
sterdam to England in 1611, and is “commonly re-_ 
garded as the first English Baptist Church”: “This 
obscure Baptist congregation seems to have become 
the depository for all England of the absolute prin- 
- ciple of liberty of conscience, as distinct from the 
_ more stinted principle advocated by the general body 


*Out of print. 
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of the Independents. . . . It was, in short, from this 
dingy little meeting-house somewhere in old London 
that there flashed out first in England the absolute 
doctrine of religious liberty.” 


IV. Tuere SERVICE IN THE LiFe OF THE UNITED STATES 


The largest contribution of the New World to civi- 
lization was the principle of separation of church 
and state. Historians ascribe to the Baptists the 
chief credit for the establishment of this principle in 
the United States. John Locke said: “The Baptists 
were the first propounders of an absolute liberty, just 
and true liberty, equal and impartial liberty.” Chief 
Justice Story said: “In the code of laws established in 
Rhode Island we read for the first time since Con- 
stantine ascended the throne of the Cesars, the decla- 
ration that conscience should be free, and men should 
not be punished for worshiping God in the way they 
were persuaded he requires.” We know that a large 
majority of the settlers of Maryland were Protestants; 
that what Cecilius Baltimore did was from expediency 
rather than principle; and that he was an immoral 
money-getter who never contributed a dollar to a 
church. 

Since Catholics make so much out of the founding 
of Maryland, it should be remembered that twenty 
years before the occupation of Maryland the Baptists 
of England (1614) published a confession of faith in 
which they used this language: “We believe that the 
magistrate is not to meddle with religion or matters 
of conscience nor compel men to this or that form of 
religion, because Christ is the King and Lawgiver of 
the church and the conscience.” Then, again, the 
Maryland adventure was purely mercenary. Mr. 
HE. D. Neil, after the most painstaking and accurate 
study of the original sources of this part of colonial 
history, characterizes Cecilius, second Lord Baltimore, 
as “one whose whole life was passed in self-aggran- 
dizement, first deserting Father White, then Charles I, 
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and making friends of Puritans and republicans to 
secure the rentals of the province of Maryland, and 
never contributing a penny for a church or school- 
house.” Said Bacon: “Lord Baltimore may not have 
been a profound political philosopher nor a prophet 
of the coming era of religious liberty, but he was an 
adroit courtier, like his father before him, and he was 
a man of practical good sense engaged in an enor- 
mous land speculation in which his whole fortune 
was embarked, and he was not in the least disposed 
to allow his religious predilections to interfere with 
business.” 


Daniel Boone’s brother, Squire Boone, and several 
members of the great pioneer’s family were Baptists. 
William Penn, the founder of Pennsylvania, was the 
son of an English Baptist. General Madison, brother 
of President Madison, was a Baptist. Thomas Jeffer- 
son’s favorite aunt, Mrs. Woodson, was a Baptist. 
Thomas, when young, loved to visit her home in 
Goochland County and to attend the Baptist church 
with her. This may be the foundation for the un- 
substantiated tradition that he got his ideas of gov- 
ernment from a Baptist church. 


President Abraham Lincoln and President Jeffer- 
gon Davis were both sons of Baptist deacons. Lin- 
coln attributed all that he was to a Baptist mother. 
Davis devoted the ground where he was born in Fair- 
view, Kentucky, as a site for a Baptist church and it 
is so used now. At the dedication of the building he 
delivered the address and stated that perhaps some 
people wondered why he, who was not a Baptist, 
should be so interested in that faith. He explained 
thus, “My father, who was a better man than I am, 
was a Baptist.” Henry Clay and President Arthur 
were the sons of Baptist preachers. General Sam 
Houston, the most picturesque figure of the South- 
west, the conqueror of Santa Anna and the first presi- 
dent of the Republic of Texas, died a loyal Baptist. 
William Jennings Bryan was the son of a Baptist 
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father, and William Howard Taft was the grandson of — 
Baptist grandparents. Major-General Tasker Bliss, — 
one of the American Peace Commissioners to Ver- 
sailles, was the son of a former professor in Rochester 
Theological Seminary. Major-General William 
Graves, who was the head of the American forces in 
Russia, is a Baptist and a graduate of Baylor Uni- 
versity. Lieutenant Read, the first aviator to cross 
the Atlantic, was a member of the Baptist Church at 
Annapolis. Lieutenant Maynard, who won the flight 
across the American continent, was a Baptist preacher. 
Lloyd George, who piloted the British ship of state — 
through the stormy seas of World War I, says of 
himself: “I am a Baptist.” 

Mr. Davis, secretary of labor in President Cool- 
idge’s cabinet, is a Baptist. Charles Evans Hughes, 
who has rendered distinguished service as chief jus- 
tice of the Supreme Court and secretary of state, and 
is recognized as one of America’s ablest lawyers and 
wisest statesmen, is the son of a Baptist minister and 
a member of a Baptist church. The lamented Presi- 
dent Harding was a Baptist. He and Secretary 
Hughes, accompanied by President Chandler, of Wil- 
liam and Mary, were going by automobile from Wil- 
liamsburg to Yorktown. Doctor Chandler observed 
that the three were Baptists. Whereupon, President 
Harding remarked: “We are members of the freest of 
all the denominations.” 
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CHAPTER II 
A MIGHTY PRESENT: A BRIGHT FUTURE 


The legacies of the past have made the present 
rich and strong for Baptists. In the last chapter we 
had some glimpses into their honorable past. We are 
now to think together about the present status and 
the future outlook of the people called Baptists. 


I. A Micuty PresEnt* 


1. Baptist Numbers 


It is impracticable to set forth in figures the achieve- 
ments and the essential greatness of a people whose 
contributions necessarily lie in the moral and spir- 
itual realm. Nevertheless the figures given here are 
very significant and very gratifying. The total num- 
ber of Baptists in the world in 1940 was more than 
13,000,000, leaving out those in Russia. Baptists of 
the world have increased from 600,000 in 1835, to 
more than 13,000,000 in 1940. That is to say, one 
person out of every 1,000 in the world is a Baptist, 
and one church member out of every 60 church mem- 
bers in the world is a Baptist. In the last 40 years 
(1900 to 1940) the Baptists of the world have increased 
from 4,954,780 to more than 13,000,000—or 160 per 
cent. Every one in these figures represents a person 
who has reached the age of accountability. From 1850 
to 1900 the population of this country increased three 
and a half times, while the Baptists increased almost 
six times. 

According to Dr. E. P. Alldredge, our statistical 
secretary at Nashville, Tenn., the main denominations 
in the United States stood as follows in 1940: 

*The statistics in this section were revised in 1940. They may be 


brought up to date by reference to The Southern Baptist Handbook, 
by E. P, Alldredge. 
[24] 
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Baptists, 11,399,945; Methodists, 8,930,998; Luther- - 
ans, 3,685,625; Presbyterians, 2,825,539; Disciples, 
1,669,222; Episcopalians, 1,519,483; Congregational- 
ists and Christian Churches, 1,058,807; Mormons, 
834,920; Roman Catholics (communicants), 19,037,- 
461; Greek Catholics, 735,440. 


_ The stronghold of Baptists is the South. The white 
and colored Baptists in the South numbered 8,750,000 
in 1940, which is over half of the Baptists in the whole 
- world. Their growth has been rapid. In fact, during 

_the past five years, white Baptists alone have in- 
creased at the rate of 110,000 a year. 

Baptists now outnumber any other non-Catholic 
denomination in Alabama, Arkansas, Florida, Geor- 
gia, Kentucky, Louisiana, Maine, Mississippi, North 
Carolina, South Carolina, Rhode Island, Tennessee, 
Texas, and Virginia; while in the states of Alabama, 
Mississippi, South Carolina, and Virginia there are 
more members of Baptist churches than of all other 
denominations, including Roman Catholics. In the 
territory of the Southern Baptist Convention east of 
the Mississippi River, Baptists have 45.7 per cent of 
all membership in Christian denominations, and west 
of the river they have 27.5 per cent, which is 6.2 per 
cent more than the next largest evangelical denomina- 
tion. 


2. Baptists in Education 


Baptists have one of the largest theological semi- 
- naries in this country, and perhaps in the world. They 
have fifteen theological seminaries, one hundred and 
two colleges and universities, and one hundred and 
eighteen academies. Baptists have more money in- 
vested in property and endowments for educational 
institutions than any other religious body in the 
United States. The value of the property in 1939, 
including the endowments, was $248,893,179. There 
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were 84,456 students in these educational institutions — 


in 1939. Baptists also have their share of students in 
the state schools. eS 

Baptists rank foremost of the denominations in 
Sunday school endeavor. The Baptists of the South 
were first among the denominations to enter: the field 
of teacher-training, and for a generation they have 
held an easy primacy in this work. As a result, they 
have developed a Sunday school situation which is 
attracting favorable attention throughout the country. 
They have upwards of 525 very large Sunday schools 
with enrolment ranging from 900 to 5,000. They have 


scores of church buildings which will accomodate a 


1,500 to 6,000 in the Sunday school. 

In the training of church members in all the privi- 
leges and duties of church membership, Southern Bap- 
tists rank ahead of all denominations. In 1940, the 
Baptist Training Union had enrolled 954,179 in its 
54,957 unions and Story Hours. This organization 
seeks to enlist all church members in its training pro- 
gram, and its aim is to train every church member to 
become an active, participating member of his church. 
The Baptist Training Union is now recognized as a 
vital and essential part of the educational program of 
a Baptist church. 


II. A Briaut Futures 


Our advance has always been greatest where the 
people are the freest. The world will move in free-— 
dom’s radiant way. The shackles of oppression will 
fall from the peoples of the earth. Men will come into 
a consciousness of their right to think, to decide, to 
act for themselves, unawed by any arbitrary power. 
Rulers will pay more attention to the masses. 
Democratic doctrines will turn the world upside 
down. We confront an unparalleled opportunity. 
Just as America, by a self-sacrificing devotion to politi- 
cal democracy, has risen to the foremost place among 
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~ nations, so may the Baptists by a no less ardent de- 


votion to spiritual democracy, gain the hegemony 
among denominations. 

This is no time for Baptists to be underlings. Pos- 
sessors of a heritage which has enriched the world, 
they are to live lives worthy of their historic greatness. 
They dare not stand still and see a mighty stream 
flow by in channels cut by their own principles. Their 
place is on the bosom of the water, in the very mid- 
dle of the stream. In order to do this at least two 

_things are necessary. 3 


1. A New Standard of Giving 


‘Our per capita contributions are shamefully small 
—the smallest of any large denomination. We must 
be done with miserly contributions from the rich, and 
with no contributions from the many. The mission- 
aries on the foreign field must be proportionate to. 
our membership on the home field. Baptist’ institu- 


tions of learning must be adequately equipped and 
- amply endowed. The pall of illiteracy that hangs 


over America must be lifted and our country il- 
lumined by the Baptist light. The doctrine of stew- 
ardship must put a dynamic in our doctrines of faith. 
We dare not return to pre-war standards of 
giving to the kingdom of God. The war loos- 
ened plethoric purse strings. How long will periodic 
war be necessary to lower the high blood pressure of 
material prosperity? Was not World War I suf- 


- cient to instruct us? The next few years will dem- 


onstrate. Will our Christian men lapse into old 
habits of ease and drop down to old standards of giv- 
ing? Then look out for another deluge! Will they 
think world thoughts for the kingdom of God? Will 
they render sacrificial service for Christ? Will they 
support the churches with millions as they backed 
the government with their cash and credit? To put 


~ jt bluntly: Do we love our souls as much as we love 
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‘our bodies? Will we do for Christ’s cause what we 
have done for our country? Are we pre-eminently 
Christian? 


2. A New Standard of Living 


The modern mind is more concerned with life than 
doctrine. It conceives religion as an undertaking rather 
than an investigation. To be sure, one must know in 
order to teach, must believe before he speaks. Assum- 
ing that Baptists have this knowledge and conviction, 
let them become formative forces in all movements for 
moral betterment and social uplift. To say that the 
truth which Baptists hold is impaired by contact with 
life is a confession of weakness. The truth, like leaven, 
should permeate the lump, and assimilate instead of 
being assimilated. Other denominations need con- 
tact with the Baptists. 

Say not: “It matters not to me 

My brother’s weal is his behoof”; 

For in this wondrous human web 

If his life’s warp, your life’s woof, 

Woven together art the threads, 

And he and you are on one loom; 

For good or ill, for glad or sad, 

Your lives must share a common doom. 

—Selected 

The largest mission and brightest future of the 
Baptists lie in serving God by enriching the lives of 
men. Jesus defined this mission in one sentence: “I 
am come that they might have life, and that they 
might have it more abundantly.” A denomination 
must so serve that those whom it reaches shall have 
a fuller, diviner life. The denomination which points 
- out that the high road to the betterment of the world 
lies through moral principles rather than legal en- 
actments; which preserves the mass by proclaiming 
the inexpressible value of the person; which acts as 
the mentor of the national conscience by reflecting 
with faultless precision the conscience of the indi- 
vidual; which preaches a gospel of industrial and so- 
cial repentance; which breaks down the middle wall of 
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partition between classes and reveals the meaning of 
brotherhood and love; which has the spirit of self- 
sacrifice and willingness to lose its own life for Christ; 
that is the denomination to which the future belongs. 
Such a denomination makes a new earth wherein 
dwelleth righteousness. 


God grant us wisdom in these coming days, 

And eyes unsealed, that we clear visions see 
Of that new world that he would have us build, 
To life’s ennoblement and his high ministry. — 


God gives us sense—God-sense of Life’s new needs, 
And souls aflame with new-born cbivalries; 

To cope with those black growth that foul the ways, 
To cleanse our poisoned founts with God-born energies. 


To pledge our souls to nobler, loftier life; 
To win the world to his fair sanctities; 

To bind the nations in a pact of peace, 
And free the Soul of Life for finer loyalties. 


Not since Christ died upon his lonely cross, 

Has time such prospects held of Life’s new birth; 
Not since the world of chaos first was born, 

Has man so clearly visaged hope of a new earth. 


Not of our own might can we hope to rise 

Above the ruts and soilures of the past, 

But, with his help who did the first earth build, 

With hearts courageous we may fairer build this last. 
—Selected 


CHAPTER III 
THEIR DISTINGUISHING BELIEFS 


OUTLINE 


I. Docrrines HeLtp In Common witH OTHERS 
1. Inspiration of Scriptures 
2. Doctrine of Trinity 
3. Ruin Wrought by Sin 
4. Salvation Through Christ 
5. Future Rewards of Righteous 
6. Punishment of Wicked 


II. Docrgines ErRoNEousLy Ascrisep To Baptists as Distinc- 
TIVE 
1. Immersion Only Is Baptism 
2. Baptism Is Necessary to Salvation 
3. “Close Communion” 


III. Distinctive Baptist Docrrines 
1. The New Testament the Only Authority 
8. Individual Responsibility to God 
3. A Church a Body of Baptized Believers Equal in Rank 
and Privileges, Administering Its Own Affairs Under 
Headship of Christ 
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CHAPTER Ill 
THEIR DISTINGUISHING BELIEFS 


“It seemed good to me also, having traced the 
course of all things accurately from the first, to write 
unto thee in order . . . that thou mightest know the 
certainty concerning the things wherein thou wast in- 
structed” (Luke 1:3-4 ASV). 

“But sanctify in your hearts Christ as Lord: be- 
ing ready always to give answer to every man that 
asketh you a.reason concerning the hope that is in 
you” (1 Peter 3:15 ASV). 


I. Docrrines HeLp In COMMON WITH OTHERS 


Baptists are glad to hold many doctrines in com- - 
mon with other Christians. Among these are the 
inspiration of the Scriptures, the doctrine of the 
Trinity, the ruin wrought by sin, salvation through 
Christ, and the future rewards of the righteous and 
punishment of the wicked. These are equally dear 
to us and to Christian friends of other denominations. 

But our separate existence’ is to be explained and 
justified by our belief in certain important principles 
which are either not held, or not held so tenaciously 
and consistently by others. Dr. J. L. M. Curry, with 
peculiar clearness says: “No religious denomination 
has a moral right to a separate existence unless it 
differs essentially from others. Ecclesiastical differ- 
ences ought always to spring from profound doctrinal 
differences. To divide Christians, except for reasons 
of great import, is criminal schism. Sects are justified 
only for matters of conscience growing out of clear 
scriptural precepts or inevitable logical inference. 
Human speculation, tradition, authority of pope, or 
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council, or synod, or conference, or legislature, is no 
proper basis for an organization of Christians. Noth- 
ing short of the truth of revelation, the authoritative 
_ force of God’s word, rising above mere prejudice, or 
passion, or caprice, can justify a distinct church or- 
ganization.” 


II. Doctrines ErRRONEOUSLY ASCRIBED TO BapTIsTs AS 
_ DISTINCTIVE 


_ ~ By distinctive principles is meant those tenets which 

distinguish us from other people. Let me prepare the 
way for a statement of these principles by disclaiming 
as distinctive the three doctrines which others con- 
sider as constituting our distinctiveness. Two of these 
doctrines are held by us and one is sometimes errone- 
ously charged to us. 

1. Immersion Only Is Baptism 

This is held by Baptists, but not by them alone. The 
Disciples so believe and practice. The Greek, or 
_ Eastern Church, has always practiced immersion, and 
its present communion numbering over 70,000,000 is 
immersed. Furthermore, immersion is not uncommon 
among Protestants. 

2. Baptism Is Necessary to Salvation 

This has never been a tenet of the Baptists. They 
are the only people in the world who hold exactly the 


_ opposite, namely: that salvation must precede baptism. 


3. “Close Communion” 

Far from being a distinguishing doctrine of the Bap- 
tists, the principle underlying “close communion” and 
out of which it grows is held by all denominations. All 
agree that baptism comes before communion in the 
New Testament order. Roman Catholics, Episco- 
palians, Presbyterians, Lutherans and Methodists bap- 
tize their babes directly after they are born, but do not 
~ give them the communion for years. Why do they 
- always baptize first, if baptism does not come before 
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the communion? To be exact, we should say “partici- 
pation” and “Lord’s Supper” instead of “communion.” 


III. Distinctive Baptist DocTRINES 


Having cleared the way by disclaiming number two 
as a doctrine of the Baptists and by saying numbers 
one and three are held in common with certain other 
Christians, those doctrines that are distinctive with 
us may now be stated. 

1. We believe that the New Testament is the sole 
and sufficient rule of faith and practice. 

2. We believe in individual responsibility to God for 
the performance of duty. fares ci 
3. We believe that a church is a body of baptized” 
believers equal in rank and privileges, administering 

its own affairs under the headship of Christ. 

The first two of these we will discuss in this chap- 
ter; the third will be discussed in the next chapter. 

Perhaps some of my Baptist brethren will think I 
have omitted something. Wait until these statements 
are developed and you will find that every tenet which 
characterizes us is included in these three statements. 
Perhaps some one of my fellow Christians among 
other denominations will think that I have stated 
principles which they hold as well as ourselves. Await 
the expansion of the thought and you will see that no 
people interpret and practice these principles as we 
do. We will consider them in the order of their state- 
ment. 


1. The New Testament the Only Authority 

We believe that the New Testament is the sole and 
sufficient rule of faith and practice. 

The New Testament is the only law of Christianity. 
The Old Testament is equally the Word of God, but 
it was typical and is fulfilled in the New. It was the 
schoolmaster to lead us to Christ. Now we have 


Christ, who is our only lawgiver and the only Lord 
of the conscience. 
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Baptists do not go to the Old but to the New Testa- 
ment to find the laws of the church and its institutions. 
Circumcision was practiced in the Old Testament, but 
_ had no substitute in the New. We deny that a Chris- 
tian church should baptize infants because they were 


' circumcised under the old law. Circumcision is too 


broad for baptism in that it included servants and too 
narrow in that it excluded females. If baptism were 
typified by circumcision, it must be administered either 
to the actual or the spiritual seed of Abraham. It 
could not be his actual seed, since females are ex- 
cluded. It could not be his spiritual seed, since all 
other nations are excluded. Therefore circumcision 
could not typify baptism. Such was Dr. B. H. Car- 
roll’s unanswerable argument on this point. Paul 
could have settled the annoying circumcision con- 
troversy by saying, “Baptism has taken the place of 
_circumcision.” He never said it. We believe that 
the New Testament is a sufficient rule for the Chris- 
tian life. reeds and decrees of councils have no 
binding authority. The believer has his supreme and 
_ absolute guide in the New Testament illumined by 
the Holy Spirit. 

Someone will say, for example, that he believes im- 
mersion was practiced and commanded by Jesus, but 
he thinks the church has a right to change the mode. 
Here is where the Baptist’s position on the place and 
purpose of the New Testament makes him part com- 
pany with all who so hold. Jesus is absolute Lord. 
The church has no right to undo what Christ has done. 
-Its mission is to carry out what he has commanded. 
When the Presbyterians tell us that this is a principle 
of their denomination as well as of the Baptists, we 
ask them for the authority in the Scriptures for 
sprinkling and for infant baptism. By practicing both 
or either they invalidate their claim. 

Furthermore, it is a serious matter to add to the 
things commanded. To those who keep several “sacra- 
ments,” or teach sacerdotalism, or observe an elaborate 
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ritual, or possess an intricate and extensive form of : 
government we say, “You have added to the law which 
is sole and sufficient. You have done that which is 
distinctly forbidden.” “I testify unto every man that 
heareth the words of the prophecy of this book, if any 
man shall add unto them, God shall add unto him the 
plagues which are written in this book.” You dare 
not subtract from by changing the mode of baptism. 
You dare not add to by multiplying the rites or ritual. 
As my beloved Bible teacher at Baylor University 
used. to say, “All the New Testament is the Law of 
Christianity. The New Testament is all the Law of 
Christianity. The New Testament will always be the 
Law of Christianity.” 


2. Individual Responsibility 


We believe in individual responsibility to God for 
the performance of duty. 

This separates the individual from family, friends, 
government and all, and brings him face to face with 
his Maker. “To his own Master he standeth or fall- 
eth.” “So, then, every one of us must give account 
of himself to God.” The first preacher in the New 
Testament proclaimed the blessed doctrine of indi- 
vidualism. If we listen we may hear the clarion voice 
of John the Baptist ringing from the regions of Jordan 
—breaking the silence of four hundred years—crying, 
“Think not to say within yourselves, we have Abra- 
ham.to our father. Behold the axe is laid at the root 
of the tree and every tree that bringeth not forth fruit 
is hewn down and cast into the fire.” 

Individual responsibility means freedom of choice. 
Freedom to read the Bible; freedom to interpret the 
Bible; freedom to approach God; freedom to serve 
God. The Baptists would have a Bible within the 
possession of every one who wants it. They would 
say, “Read, interpret, and decide for yourself.” They 
would not, for any consideration, baptize unconscious 
infants or force their own children into their churches.- 
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Yea, they say to their most dearly beloved, “Go where 
the New Testament leads you.” Therefore, every 


member of a Baptist church secured that membership 


upon his own initiative. Not one was brought in un- 
consciously or unwillingly. 

Nor do we believe in the intervention of priests 
between the soul and God. According to our belief, 
all believers are priests and may directly confess their 
‘sins, express their praise, and ask for guidance. By 
reason of their belief in individualism, Baptists have 
- ever been the opponents of the union of church and 
_ state and the champions of religious liberty. They 
were such not by accident, but by the necessity of their 
principles. Freedom of conscience is a corollary of 
individualism. Considered historically, this tenet be- 
longs to us alone. ~ 
_ At the beginning of the struggle we stood against 
the world with nothing but the Word of God on our 
_ side. Our contention is based upon such Scriptures 
as, ‘“Shadrach, Meshach, and Abednego, answered and 
said to the king, O Nebuchadnezzar, we are not care- 
ful to answer thee in this matter. If it be so, our 
God whom we serve is able to deliver us from the 
burning fiery furnace, and he will deliver us out of 
thine hand, O king. But if not, be it known unto thee, 
O king, that we will not serve thy gods, nor worship 
the golden image which thou hast set up” (Dan. 3: 
16, 18). . 

“Tell us therefore, What thinkest thou? Is it law- 
ful to give tribute unto Cesar, or not? But Jesus 
perceived their wickedness, and said, Why tempt ye 
me, ye hypocrites? Shew me the tribute money. And 
they brought unto him a penny. And he saith unto 
- them, Whose is this image and superscription? They 
say unto him, Cesar’s. Then saith he unto them, 
- Render therefore unto Cesar the things which are 
Cesar’s; and unto God the things that are God’s. 
When they had heard these words, they marvelled, 
and left him, and went their way” (Matt. 22: 17-22). 


i 
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“And they called them, and commanded them not — 
to speak at all nor teach in the name of Jesus. But 
Peter and John answered and said unto them, Whether 
it be right in the sight of God to hearken unto you 
more than unto God, judge ye. For we cannot but 
speak the things which we have seen and heard” (Acts 
4: 18-20). 

“Then Peter and the other apostles answered and 
said, We ought to obey God rather than men” (Acts 
5: 29). 

Baptists contend that there can be no coercion in 
matters pertaining to conscience. God himself does 
not force men. Religion is purely voluntary. The 
civil power can make a nation of hypocrites and in- 
fidels, but not one Christian. What havoc has been | 
wrought by a disregard of this principle! Calvin 
burned Servetus at the stake near Geneva and Me- 
lancthon approved the crime. Luther persecuted the 
Baptists of Germany. Louis XIV revoked the Edict 
of Nantes, closed all the Protestant churches, and out- 
lawed the Huguenots. No sooner had the Netherlands 
repelled Philip II and the Catholic persecution than 
the Protestants turned upon each other. England kept 
John Bunyan twelve years in prison because he would 
not conform to the established worship. The most 
shameful chapter of American history is that which 
records the persecution of Baptists for conscience’ 
sake. In Massachusetts, Obadiah Holmes was whipped 
on Boston Commcn. Clark and Croudell were im- 
prisoned and heavily fined and Roger Williams was 
banished. In Connecticut, the choicest lands of the 
Baptists were sold to build a church and support a 
ministry in which they did not believe. In Virginia 
they imprisoned Lewis Craig in Spotsylvania, William 
Webber in Chesterfield, James Greenwood in King and 
Queen, John Shackleford in Essex, John Waller in 
Middlesex, and John Ireland at Culpeper for preach- 
ing the gospel. Yea, they confiscated the property 
of Baptists to support a worldly and profligate min- 
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istry of the establishment. The Baptists have ever 
fearlessly denounced the unholy union of church and 
state and proclaimed the right of every man to wor- 
ship God as he chooses. Their principles will not 
allow them to persecute. They have never shed any 
blood but their own, nor can they ever shed blood if 
they have the power. The moment one began to 
persecute, that moment he would cease to be a Baptist. 


CHAPTER IV 


A NEW TESTAMENT CHURCH 


OUTLINE 


I, Beuievers’ Baptism 


1. 
2. 
3. 


4. 


Jesus Baptized 

Repentance and Faith Prerequisite to Baptism 

Household Baptisms Furnish No Evidence that Any 
but Believers Baptized 

(1) Cornelius 

(2) Crispus 

(3) Stephanas 

(4) The Jailer 

(5) Lydia 

Infant Baptism not in Scripture 


II. Equarity or Mempers 


od; 
2. 
iD 
4, 


Words of Jesus 

Limited Power of Church Officers 

All Members Entitled to Voice and Vote 
Perils and Safeguards 


ITI. INDEPENDENCE AND AUTONOMY 


1. 


Church Was Highest Court in New Testament Churches 

(1) Each church had absolute control over its own 
membership 

(2) Church withdrew fellowship from members for 
cause 

(3) Church restored fellowship upon repentance 


. No Authority in New Testament for “One Man” Head 


(1) Elder, bishop and pastor terms used interchange- 
ably to indicate one having care of local con- | 
gregation 

(2) Testimony of historians 

(3) New Testament churches selected own officers and 
messengers 


[41 ] 


CHAPTER IV 
A NEW TESTAMENT CHURCH | 


We have seen that Baptists are especially distin- 
guished by their views on the New Testament as the 
sole and sufficient rule of faith and practice and on 
individual responsibility. In this chapter we shall 
consider the third distinguishing principle of the Bap- 
tists, namely: a New Testament church. 

We believe that a church is a body of baptized be- - 
lievers, equal in rank and privilege, administering its 
own affairs under the headship of Jesus Christ. 


“J. Betinvers’ Baptism 
1. Jesus Baptized 


It is certain that Jesus was baptized. It is certain 
that his first followers, who came from John the Bap- 
tist, were baptized. The inference that all his apostles 
were baptized reaches a degree of probability amount- 
ing to certainty. One of the qualifications of an apos- 
tle was that he must have companied with the Lord 
a “beginning from the baptism of John” (Acts 1: 
22). 

2. Repentance and Faith Prerequisite to Baptism 

It is certain that repentance and faith are prerequi- 
sites to baptism. John baptized only those who con- 
fessed their sins (Matt. 3: 6), demanded fruits worthy 
of repentance (Matt. 3: 8), and made disciples before 
he baptized (John 4: 1). All who were baptized in 
the New Testament professed to believe, not excepting 
Judas and Simon Magos. Jesus commanded us to 
make disciples before we baptize (Matt. 28: 19). 

The practice of Acts and the epistles was consistent 
with the instruction of Jesus. Conversion preceded 
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baptism. The record reads, “The Lord added to them 
day by day those that were saved” (Acts 2: 47 ASV). 
“Believers were the more added to the Lord, multi- 


- tudes both of men and women” (Acts 5: 14).. The 


churches are addressed thus, “But ye are washed, but 
ye are sanctified, but ye are justified in the name of 
the Lord Jesus” (1 Cor. 6: 11). ‘And you hath he 
quickened, who were dead in trespasses and sins” 
(Eph. 2: 1). They are also called, “beloved of God,” 


“sanctified in Christ Jesus,” “saints and faithful breth- 


ren in Christ.” There is absolutely no evidence that 
baptism was administered except upon a voluntary 
profession of faith. If it is permissible to take into the 
church one unconverted, then it is permissible to take 


into the church all unconverted and thereby to have 


churches composed entirely of unbelieving sinners. 
We demand repentance and faith before baptism. 

38. Household Baptisms Furnish no Evidence that 
Any but Believers Baptized 

The household baptisms furnish no evidence that 


any but believers were baptized. There are five of 


these households mentioned in the Acts and epistles. 
Examine them. (1) Cornelius (Acts 10: 44-48, 11: 
14). His household evidently consisted of believers, 
for it is written that he “feared God with all his 
house.” Moreover, the record states, ‘the Holy Spirit 
fell on all them which heard the word” and that they 
began to “speak with tongues and magnify God.” 
Surely infants could not have performed any of 


these four functions. (2) Crispus (Acts 18: 8; 1 Cor. 


1: 14). It reads like the account of Cornelius: “Cris- 
pus, the ruler of the synagogue, believed in the Lord 
withsall his house.” (3) Stephanas (1 Cor. 1: 16; 16: 


~ 15 f.). His household is described as “the first fruits 
of Achaia”; that is, they were the earliest converts. 


Furthermore, five years after their baptism Paul 
wrote of them: “They have set themselves to minister 
unto the saints,” and he exhorted the Corinthians to 
“be in subjection unto such.” Could children six 
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years old be spoken of in such language? (4) The 
jailer (Acts 16: 31-34). We are informed that Paul 
and Silas “spake the word of the Lord unto him, with _ 
all that were in his house.” Infants could not be in-— 
cluded among the auditors, and it is guesswork to — 
suppose they were afterwards baptized. (5) Lydia 
(Acts 16: 13-15, 40). To get infants baptized here 
one must assume three things: (a) Lydia had a hus- | 
band; (b) she had infant children; (c) these infants 
were baptized. Those are bold assumptions without 
a scintilla of proof. “My house” would indicate that 
she did not have a husband. She was a business 
woman with servants. Before leaving Philippi, the 
apostles paid her a farewell visit; the account reads, 


“when they had seen the brethren they comforted - 


them and departed.” The “brethren” were members 
of her household, and they were old enough to be 
“comforted” or exhorted. They must have been per- 
sons of intelligence. 

A close reading of the Scriptures will disclose that 
acts and functions are described in every household 
of which infants are incapable. The Holy Spirit su- 
perintended the record so as to preserve believers’ 
baptism. Dr. Archibald Alexander, distinguished 
Presbyterian scholar and president of Hampden- ~ 
Sidney College, in 1796 communicated to the Presby- 
tery his determination to give up infant baptism and 
avowed that only two considerations kept him — 
from joining the Baptists. The first was an argument 
from the “universal prevalence of infant baptism as 
early as the fourth and fifth centuries”; and the second — 
was, “that if the Baptists are right, they are the only 
Christian church on earth.” The Romanists object. 
to the Baptists on similar grounds. Ls 


4. Infant Baptism not in Scripture t 
Infant baptism does not appear in Scripture at all 
and is not mentioned in history until shortly before 
the close of the second century, when Tertullian at 
Carthage opposed it as an innovation. The belief that 
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baptism was essential to salvation and that infants 
_ dying unbaptized were lost facilitated the growth of 
infant baptism; but no one advocated it before Au- 
_ gustine (354-430). The heresy spread and became the 
_ prolific parent of an unregenerated church member- 
ship, of the servitude of the individual to an institu- 
_ tion, of the union of church and state and of persecu- 
tion for conscience’ sake. It remains the bulwark of 
Romanism and the most insurmountable barrier to 
Christian union. 
_  H.M. Gwatkin, Presbyterian, says: “We have good’ 
evidence that infant baptism is no direct institution 
either of the Lord himself or of his apostles. There 
is no trace of it in the New Testament. Every dis- 
cussion of this subject presumes persons old enough 
to have faith and repentance, and no case of baptism 
is recorded except of such persons, for the whole 
‘household’ mentioned would in that age mean de- 
pendants and slaves as naturally as they suggest 
_ children to the English reader.”—Harly Church His- 
tory to A. D. 313, Vol. I, pages 310, 311. 


_ II. Equariry or MremsBers 


- Members of the New Testament churches were 
~ equal in rank and privileges. 
1. Words of Jesus 

- Our Saviour condemned the custom of giving one 
Betseriority over others. The record reads: “The 
_ kings of the Gentiles exercise lordship over them; and 
they that exercise authority upon them are called ; 
benefactors. But ye shall not be so: but he that is 
greatest among you, let him be as the younger; and 
he that is chief, as he that doth serve” (Luke 22: 25- 
26). “But be ye not called Rabbi: for one is your 
Master, even Christ; and all ye are brethren. And 
call no man your father upon the earth: for one is 
your Father, which is in heaven” (Matt. 23: 8-9). 
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2. Limited Power of Church Officers 


The two offices of pastor and deacons were or- 
dained for service, not for dictation; for leadership, | 
not for lordship. Character and service are the only 
foundations upon which influence should rest in a gos- 


pel church. Neither the pastor nor the deacons, nor — 


the pastor and deacons combined, can exclude the 
least significant member. The rank of these officers is 
precisely that of any other member and they are sub- 
ject to the same rules of discipline. 


3. All Members Entitled to Voice and Vote _ 


In a Baptist church equal suffrage is the right of 
young and old, rich and poor, male and female. Every 
member is entitled to a voice and vote. This is not 
true of any civil government or any other religious or- 
ganization. Hence, we claim that a Baptist church is 
the purest democracy known to man. 


4, Perils and Safeguards 


Democracies have their perils, and members of Bap- 
tist churches should be careful not to abuse their 
privileges. There are dangers to be guarded against. 
Members may not properly appreciate that the liberty 
of the individual is limited by the liberties of others, 
may use their liberty so as to become a stumbling © 
block to them that are weak, may not endeavor to— 
keep the unity of the spirit in the bonds of peace, 
may not recognize that the health of the body is con-— 
ditioned upon the health of its members, and may ig-— 
nore the fact that all members of a Baptist church 
are mutually bound by a solemn covenant to which 
each has voluntarily subscribed. \ 

The safeguards of a people equal in rank and privi- 
lege are mutual respect, brotherly love, enlightened — 


consciences and an absorbing interest in the kingdom 
of God. 


A 
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III. InpEPENDENCE AND AUTONOMY 


1. Church Was Highest Court in New Testament 
Churches ~~ 


The New Testament churches were independent and 
self-governing. The highest court was the church 
(Matt. 18: 15-18). Its decisions were final. Each 
church is a court and there is none higher. No gen- 
eral body .can dictate to the local church. General 
bodies are composed of messengers from co-op- 
erating churches and are purely advisory. The 
churches of the New Testament were certainly inde- 
- pendent organizations recognizing Jesus as their law- 
giver. The only earthly bond of union was a common 
faith and life and work. They were the only ecclesias- 
tical bodies. That each church governed its own 
affairs is evident from certain Scriptures. “And if he 
‘shall neglect to hear them, tell it unto the church: but 
if he neglect to hear the church, let him be unto thee 
as an heathen man and a publican” (Matt. 18: 17). 
“For I verily, as absent in body, but present. in spirit, 
have judged already, as though I were present, con- 
cerning him that hath so done this deed, in the name 
of our Lord Jesus Christ, when ye are gathered to- 
gether, and my spirit, with the power of our Lord 
Jesus Christ, to deliver such an one unto Satan for 
the destruction of the flesh, that the spirit may be 
saved in the day of the Lord Jesus” (1 Cor. 5: 3-5). 
“Then pleased it the apostles and elders, with the 
whole church, to send chosen men of their own com- 
pany to Antioch with Paul and Barnabas” (Acts 15: 
22). “And not that only, but who was also chosen of 


the churches to travel with us with this grace, which 


is administered by us to the glory of the same Lord, 
and declaration of your ready mind” (2 Cor. 8: 19). 

To particularize: (1) Each church had absolute con- 
trol over its own membership. The church received 
members. “Him that is weak in the faith receive ye, 
but not to doubtful disputations” (Rom. 14: 1). One 
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joins a church for fellowship, worship and service. — 
The members have a right to say whether or not they 
think he will promote that fellowship, worship and 
service. Otherwise, inharmonious and discordant ele- 
ments may get into the same church. 


(2) The church withdrew fellowship from members 
for cause. ‘Now we command you, brethren, in the 
name of our Lord Jesus Christ, that ye withdraw your- 
selves from every brother that walketh disorderly, and 
not after the tradition which he received of us” (2 
Thess. 3: 6). It is absurd to vote one out if you do not 
vote him in. Once more, if the pastor, or any certain | 
class, has a right to take a member in, he has a right to 
turn him out. Under the Baptist policy the whole 
church receives him and the same church excludes, 
for cause. 

(3) It restored to fellowship upon repentance. 
“Brethren, if a man be overtaken in a fault, ye which 
are spiritual, restore such an one in the spirit of meek- 
ness; considering thyself, lest thou also be tempted” 
(Gal. 6: 1). The general congregation votes to receive 
back into the fellowship the erring member who has 
been reclaimed. 


2. No Authority in New Testament for “One Man” 
Head 


Baptists find no authority in the Bible for one man 
being the head of an ecclesiastical organization. Peter 
never knew he was a pope, nor did the other apostles. — 
He was a fallible, married man. He did not appoint 
the successor to Judas. He spoke to the Christians 
as to his equals_and they nominated. James was 
pastor and presided over the Jerusalem council and 
exerted the greatest influence. Paul withstood Peter 
to his face. Papal aggression began with Leo about 
the middle of the fifth century, culminated with 
Hildebrand about the middle of the eleventh century, 
and reached its climax of absurdity at the Vatican 
Council in 1870 by the formal declaration of papal 
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_infallibility. All systems of government which in- 


_ fringe upon the autonomy of the local church are 


_ anti-scriptural in origin and nature. Even in the local 
church no one lords it over God’s heritage. Bishops 
were not “over” but among them as the Revised Ver- 
sion correctly translates Acts 20: 28, and the same 
translation should be made of 1 Thess. 5: 12. The 
- only one over the church was the Lord Jesus. 


We understand that elder, bishop and pastor were 


terms designating those having care of the local 


churches and were used interchangeably, the same 
person being called elder, bishop, or pastor, according 
to the view taken of his office. “Elders” is the term 
used in Acts 20: 17 to designate the Ephesian presby- 
ters, and in Acts 20: 28 they are called “bishops.” 
Now, “bishop” means overseer or pastor. So we have 
the words used interchangeably in one chapter refer- 
ring to the same persons. Elder and bishop are also 
used interchangeably in Titus 1: 5-7. See also 1 Peter 
2:25 and 5:5. The words describe different func- 
ticns of the same office; three departments of work in 
one office. Viewing the church as a force of laborers, 
they have an “episcopos,” overseer, to superintend 
their activities; viewing the church as a flock, they 
have a shepherd, pastor, to shepherd the sheep; view- 
ing the church as an assembly, they have an elder, a 
ruler, to preside. ; 

The noted skeptic and historian Gibbon says: “The 


a primitive bishops were considered only as the first of 


their equals, and the honorable servants of a free peo- 
ple. Whenever the episcopal chair became vacant by 
death, a new president was chosen among the presby- 


ters by the suffrage of the whole congregation, every 


_ member of which supposed himself invested with a 
sacred and sacerdotal character. Such was the mild 
~ and equal constitution by. which the Christians were 
governed more than a hundred years after the death of 
the apostles. Every society formed itself within a 
' separate and independent republic; and although the 


50 THE PEOPLE CALLED BAPTISTS 


most distant of these little States maintained a mu- 
tual as well as friendly intercourse of letters and 
deputations, the Christian world was not yet con- 
nected by any supreme authority or legislative assem- 
bly.”"—Roman Empire, Vol. I, page 413. 

Professor Kurtz, Lutheran, writes: “It is unequiv- 
ocally testified by the New Testament, and, as ap- 
pears from the First Epistle of Clement of Rome 
(ch. 42, 44, 57), the fact had never been disputed 
down to the close of the first century, that bishops 
and presbyters are identical. The force of this ob- 
jection, however, is sought to be obviated by the sub- 
terfuge that while all bishops were indeed presbyters, 
all presbyters were not bishops. The ineptitude. of 
such an evasion is apparent. In Phil. 1: 1, the apos- 
tle, referring to this one particular church, greeted 
not one but several bishops. According to Acts 20: 
17-28, all the presbyters of the one Ephesian church 
are made bishops by the Holy Ghost. Also Titus 
1: 5-7 unconditionally excludes such a distinction; 
and according to 1 Peter 5:2 all such presbyters 
should be episkopountes. In opposition to this theory, | 
which received the sanction of the Council of Trent, 
the old Protestant theologians maintained the origi- 
nal identity of the two names and officers. In support — 
of this they could refer not only to the New Testa- 
ment, but also to Clement of Rome and the teaching 
of the Twelve Apostles, where, just as in Phil. 1: 1, 
only bishops and deacons are named as church officers, 
and as appointed by the free choice of the church. 
They can also point to the concensus of the most re- 
' spected church fathers and church teachers of the 
later times.”—*Church History, pages 54 and 59. 

H. M. Gwatkin, Presbyterian, says: “That the 
‘bishops’ in the New Testament were not what we call 
bishops is proved at once by the single fact that there 
were sundry of them at Philippi. They evidently 
stand in close relation to the elders. Thus the elders 
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of Ephesus are reminded that they are bishops, and 
the qualifications of the bishops and elders as de- 
scribed to Timothy and Titus are nearly the same, 
and point to oversight certainly, and to the same 
sort of oversight, but to oversight which is pastoral, 
not what we should call episcopal. Again, St. Paul’s 
argument from the bishop to the elder would be no 
argument at all if the bishops were already no more 
than a small class among the elders. The rough 
general equivalence of bishops and elders in the New 
Testament has very seldom been disputed since the 
controversies of the seventeenth century . . . We find 
no trace of bishops in the New Testament.”—Early 
Church History to A. D. 313, Vol. I, pages 69, 72. 
New Testament churches seiected their own of- 
ficers and messengers. This appears from Acts 1: 21- 
26, where Matthias was selected by all of the re- 
' maining apostles and the women and the brothers oi 
Jesus as the successor of Judas. The “multitude of 
the disciples” selected the seven (Acts 6:2f.) who 
served as deacons. In commenting upon Acts 14: 23, 
Meyer says, “Paul. and Barnabas chose by vote 
presbyters for them, i.e., they conducted their selec- 


tion by vote in the churches.” The verb used here is 


to extend the hand and signifies properly to elect 
or vote by extending the hand. The choice of com- 
-panions to attend the apostles in the name of the 
communities was left to the churches themselves. We 
read “Who was also appointed by the churches to 
* travel with us” (2 Cor. 8:19 ASV). The local church, 
then, chose its officers, who were of but two classes, 
namely: bishops and deacons. See Phil. 1: 1 and 1 
Tim. 3: 1-8, where the deacons are named immediate- 
ly after the bishops, “which excludes the idea of any 
intermediate order.” 

Today, Baptist churches have absolute control over 
their affairs and elect their own officers as did those 
in the days of the apostles. If we were to admit that 
we had no form of church government laid down in 
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the New Testament, we should still believe in our form 
of local government, because it accords with our sense 


of freedom: and justice. As a minister, it seems, | 
should not like for the place and time of my pastorate. 
to be determined by another man. As a layman, I 


should want some voice and vote in determining who 
was to be my pastor and how long he was to remain. 

Baptist principles are founded upon God’s Word and 
are in accord with the innate sense of freedom in 
the human heart. Our success is conditioned upon our 
loyalty to these principles in the spirit of the Master. 
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CHAPTER V 


THE INITIAL CHRISTIAN ORDI- 
NANCE 


BAPTISM 


“Buried with him in baptism, wherein also ye are 
risen with him through the faith of the operation of 
ae who hath raised him from the dead” (Col. 2: 

12). 


“Therefore we are buried with him by baptism into 
death: that like as Christ was raised up from the 
dead by the glory of the Father, even so we also 
should walk in newness of life’? (Rom. 6: 4). 

Doctrinal preaching has an important place in the 
dissemination of the gospel. Such preaching should 
not be desiccated or acerbating. When neglected, the 
result is seen in a membership of lax and unsettled 
views. “Speaking the truth in love” should be our 
motto as we calmly and soberly endeavor to show 
that the Baptists are correct in their practice of im- 
mersion and immersion only. 


I. THe Greek Worp TRANSLATED “BApTizE” MEaANns 
Immerse—Proor (All the authorities cited are 
Pedo-baptists) 

1. Lexicons 
= (1) Liddell & Seott—“Baptism, to dip in or under 
water.” Classical. 

(2) Thayer—“Baptism, to dip repeatedly, to im- 
merse, submerge. An immersion in water.” “A Greek 
English Lexicon of the New Testament,” date 1887. 

(3) Sophocles—“Baptize, to dip, to immerse, to 
sink. . . . There is no evidence that Luke and 
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Paul and the other writers of the New Testament put 


upon the verb meanings not recognized by the 
Greeks.” ‘Greek Lexicon of the Roman and Byzan- 
tine Periods,” date 1870. 

2. Encyclopedias 

(1) Kitto’s—“Baptism, that is, di ppine or immer- 
sion.’ 

(2) Britannica—“The word is derived from the 
Greek to dip, or wash.” 

3. Dictionaries 

(1) Smith—“Baptism properly and literally means 
immersion. 

(2) Marcus Dods—“To use Pauline language, his 
old man is dead and buried in the water, and he rises 
from his cleansing grave a new man. The full sig- 
nificance of the rite would have been lost had im- 
mersion not been practiced.”—*Dictionary of Christ 
and the Gospels, by Hastings and J. A. Selbie. (1906- 
1908.) 


4. Histories 
Fisher—“The ordinary mode of baptism was 8 by 
immersion.’ 


5. History 

(1) Greek church, old and knowing the language, 
practices immersion ‘only. 

(2) The earliest case of sprinkling on record is that 
of Novation, a.p. 250, and it originated in a bap- 
tism of the sick, and this was not accepted by all as 
valid. Novation recovered and became a minister, but 
some always opposed his eligibility to the office on the 


ground that he had never been baptized. One can 


see that a belief in baptismal regeneration was the 
cause for sprinkling one who was thought to be dying. 
6. Fathers 
Tertullian—“The law of immersion has been im- 
posed, and the-form has been prescribed.” 


*Out of print. 
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4. Commentators and Translators 

— (1) John Calvin (Presbyterian) —“The word ‘bap- 
 tize’ signifies to immerse. It is certain that immer- 
- sion was the practice of the primitive church.” 

(2) Luther (Lutheran)—“Baptism is a Greek 
word, and may be translated ‘immerse.’ I would have 

_ those who are to be baptized to be altogether dipped.” 

(3) John Wesley (Methodist)—“Buried with him 

by baptism—alluding to the ancient manner of bap- 
-. tizing by immersion.” 

(4) Wall (Episcopalian) —‘Immersion -was in all 
probability the way in which our blessed Saviour, and 
for certain the way by which the ancient Christians 
received their baptism.” 

(5) Brenner (Catholic)—‘For thirteen hundred 

_ years was baptism an immersion of the person under 
water.” 

8. Conclusion 

By seven different methods and from fourteen. non- 
Baptist authorities I have shown that the Greek word 
means immerse, and was so interpreted and practiced 

_ by early Christians. It is a rule in court practice that 
a person cannot impeach his own witness, and yet our 
Pedo-baptist friends would be forced to that before 
they could overthrow the Baptist position. 

It is also a rule of evidence that an admission 
against his own interest, made by a witness, comes 
with more force than a statement made in accordance 

with his interest. It is to the interest of these non- 
Baptist witnesses to find sprinkling in the New Testa- 
ment. Hence, when they admit that it cannot be 
found there, the admission is convincing evidence of 
immersion. 
II. Tere Is No INSTANCE IN THE BIBLE WHERE Gop 
Ever COMMANDED ANY ONE TO SPRINKLE PURE 
Water Upon ANYTHING FOR ANY PURPOSE 
- 1, Ask the Old Testament for the authority for 
‘sprinkling; it replies, “It is not in me.” Ask the New 
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Testament; it replies, “It is not in me.” This is shown 
by an examination of all the passages in original or 
translation in which reference is made to the idea of 
sprinkling. Only two Hebrew words in the Old Testa-_ 
ment are translated “sprinkle” in our version of the 
Scriptures—Nahzah and Zaraq. 

(1) Nahzah—Twenty-four times in the Old Testa- 
ment. 

(a) Used of sprinkling blood, twelve times. (Lev. 
4: 6, 17; 5: 9; 6: 27, twice; 16: 14, twice, and verses 
15 and 19; Num. 19: 4; 2 Kings 9: 33; Isa. 63: 3.) 
Blood is the object of the verb in every case. 

(b) Used of sprinkling blood and oil, twice (Lev. 
8:°30; -Ex, 29:221). 

(c) Used of sprinkling blood and water mingled, 
twice (Lev. 14: 7, 51). 

(d) Used of sprinkling oil, three times (Lev. 8: 11; 
14: 16, 27). 

(e) Used of sprinkling blood, ashes and water 
mingled, four times (Num. 8: 7; 19: 18, 19, 21). 
“And a clean person shall take hyssop, and dip it in 
the water, and sprinkle it upon the tent, and upon 
all the vessels, and upon the persons that were there, 
and upon him that touched a bone, or one slain, or 
one dead, or a grave: 

And the clean person shall sprinkle upon the un- 
clean on the third day, and on the seventh day: and 
on the seventh day he shall purify himself, and wash 
his clothes, and bathe himself in water, and shall be 
clean at even. 

And it shall be a perpetual statute unto them, that 
he that sprinkleth the water of separation shall wash 
his clothes; and he that toucheth the water of separa- 
tion shall be unclean until even.” 

(f) Once in Isa. 52:15. So shall he astonish or 
startle (ASV), many nations. . 

(2) Zaraq—Thirty-five times in the Old Testament. 

(a) Used of sprinkling blood, twenty-five times. 
(Ex. 24: 6, 8; 29: 16, 20; Lev. 1: 5, 11; 8: 2, 8, 13; 
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7: 2; 8: 19, 24; 9: 12, 18; 17: 6; Num. 18: 17; 2 Kings 
16: 13, 15; 2 Chron. 29: 22 (three times); 30: 16; 
35: 11; Ezek. 43: 18.) 

(b) Used of sprinkling ashes and water mingled 
twice. (Num. 19: 13, 20.) 
_ (c) Used of scattering small solid substances, seven 
times. (1) Dust, (2 Chron. 34: 4; Job. 2: 12). 3 
Ashes, (Ex. 9: 8, 10). (3) Seeds, (Isa. 28: 25). (4 
fed hairs, (Hosea 7: 9). (5) Coals of fire, (Ezek. 
rape 4 


ey Ezek. 36: 25: “Then will I sprinkle clean water 
upon you, and ye shall be clean: from all your filth- 
iness, and from all your idols, will I cleanse you.” 

Here it is used figuratively of cleansing water. Con- 
sider the 

(1) General usage—The water of purification was 
always clean as uncontaminated and cleansing. 

(2) God is the subject of the sentence and no one 
contends that it literally means. God will sprinkle in 
showers and dews. 

, (3) National custom—A figure is not to be ascribed 
_ to an assumed custom when it can be explained on 
known customs as well. Water of purification is re- 
ferred to in Lev. 15: 19, 30. “And if a woman have 
an issue, and her issue in her flesh be blood, she shall 
be put apart seven days: and whosoever toucheth her 
- shall be unclean until the even.” 

“And the priest shall offer the one for a sin offering, 
__and the other for a burnt offering; and the priest shall 
make an atonement for her before the Lord for the 
issue of her uncleanness.” By comparing Num. 19: 
17 we learn what the water of purification was. It 
was the ashes of a red heifer mixed with pinning 
water. 

There is no case, or even a hint, where sprinkling 
of simple water ever occurred. The Jews did many 
things not commanded, but not this, and if they had 
- done this it would net be binding on us. 
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2. If sprinkling as now practiced has any coun- 
tenance from God, it must be in the New Testament; — 
but let us see. The only word in the New Testament 
to denote sprinkling is rantizo. It is always used of 
blood. 

(1) Heb. 9: 13, 19, 21; 10: 22. (18) “For if the 
blood of bulls and of goats, and the ashes of an heifer 
sprinkling the unclean, sanctifieth to the purifying 


of the flesh.” (19) “For when Moses had spoken every 


precept to all the people according to the law, he took 
the blood of calves. and of goats, with water, and 
scarlet wool, and hyssop, and sprinkled both the book, 
and all the people.” (21) “Moreover he sprinkled 
with blood both the tabernacle, and all the vessels of 
the ministry.” (10: 22) “Let us draw near with a 
true heart in full assurance of faith, having our hearts 
sprinkled from an evil conscience, and our bodies 
washed with pure water.” Blood is expressed in all 
passages but the last.and must be supplied here to 
get the correct meaning. 

(2) Rantismos (sprinkling) occurs twice in the 
New Testament and refers to blood. 

Heb. 12: 24. “And to Jesus the mediator of the 
new covenant, and to the blood of sprinkling, that 
speaketh better things than that of Abel.” 

1 Peter 1: 2. “Elect according to the foreknowl- 
edge of God the Father, through sanctification of the 
Spirit, unto obedience and sprinkling of the blood of 
Jesus Christ: Grace be unto you, and peace, be mul- 
tiplied.” . 

(3) Proschusis—translated “sprinkling,” occurs once 
and refers to blood. “Through faith he kept the pass- 
over, and the sprinkling of blood, lest he that de- 
Aves the firstborn should touch them’ (Heb. 11: 
28). : 

Sprinkling clear water is not commanded, men- 
tioned or hinted. This is unaccountable if God in- 
tended it as an ordinance. 
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_ There is a great deal of sprinkling in the Old Tes- 

_ tament, but none of clear water. Sprinkling of blood 
is all that is alluded to in the New Testament. 

; 3. Pouring occurs in the New Testament twenty- 

- four times, but never in water upon a person, nor is 
baptizo ever so translated. In four instances some 
form of the verb ballo is used and in twenty instances 
some form of the verb eccheo. 

: (1) Of wine (Matt. 9: 17; Mark 2: 22). (2) Emp- 
tying the changers’ money, (John 2: 15). (3) Out- 
pouring of the Holy Spirit, (Acts 2: 17, 18, 33; 10: 
45; Tit. 3: 6). (4) Shedding of blood, (Acts 22: 20; 

~ Rom. 3: 15; Rev. 16: 6). (5) Oil and wine upon 
wounds of man who fell among thieves, (Luke 10: 
34). (6) Pouring ointment on the Saviour’s head, 
(Matt. 26: 7, 12; Mark 14: 3). (7) Pouring water 
into a basin to wash his disciples’ feet, (John 13: 5). 
(8) Of outpouring of the vials of wrath, (Rev. 16: 1, 
2,3, 4, 8, 10,12 and 17). There is no case in the New 
Testament in which water was poured upon any one. 
Neither sprinkling nor pouring is in the Bible, and 
hence cannot be a form of Christian baptism. 


III.-Jesus Curist was CERTAINLY IMMERSED BY JOHN 
THE Baptist AND His APOSTLES PRACTICED THE 
Same Mops 


1. Baptism of Jesus 


~- The account is in five places (Matt. 3: 13-17; Mark 
~ 1: 9-11; Luke 3: 21; Rom. 6: 3-5; Col. 2: 12). I 
~ -quote them: 
- “Then cometh Jesus from Galilee to Jordan unto 
John, to be baptized of him. But John forbad him, 
saying, I have need to be baptized of thee, -and com- 
est thou to me? And Jesus answering said unto him, 
Suffer it to be so now: for thus it becometh us to ful- 
fil all righteousness. Then he suffered him. And 
Jesus, when he was baptized, went up straightway out 
- of the water: and, Io, the heavens were opened unto 
’ him, and he saw the Spirit of God descending like a 
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dove, and lighting upon him: and lo a voice from 
heaven, saying, This is my beloved Son, in whom I 
am well pleased” (Matt. 3: 13-17). 

“And it came to pass in those days, that Jesus came 
from Nazareth of Galilee, and was baptized of John | 
in Jordan. And straightway coming up out of the 
water, he saw the heavens opened, and the Spirit like 
a dove descending upon him: and there came a voice 
from heaven, saying, Thou art my beloved Son, in 
whom I am well pleased” (Mark 1: 9-11). 

“Now when all the people were baptized, it came 
to pass, that Jesus also being baptized, and praying, 
the heaven was opened, and the Holy Ghost de- 
scended in a bodily shape like a dove upon him, and 
a voice came from heaven, which said, Thou art my — 
beloved Son; in thee I am well pleased” (Luke 3: 
PATS ie 

“Know ye not, that so many of us as were baptized 
into Jesus Christ were baptized into his death? 
Therefore we are buried with him by baptism into 
death: that like as Christ was raised up from the 
dead by the glory of the Father, even so we also 


should walk in newness of life. For if we have been 


planted together in the likeness of his death, we shall 
be also in the likeness of his resurrection” (Rom. 6: 
3-5). 

“Buried with him in baptism, wherein also ye are 
risen with him through the faith of the operation of 
God, who hath raised him from the dead” (Col. 2: 
12.) Note (a) In what—river; (b) Came up out of; 
(c) Buried; (d) Risen in baptism with Christ. Such 
terms are appropriate to immersion only (Col. 2: 12). 

Cunningham Geikie, Episcopalian: “John resisted 
no longer. and leading Jesus into the stream, the rite 
was performed ... Holy and pure before sinking 
under the waters, he must -yet have risen from them 
with the light of a higher glory in his countenance.”— 
*Life and Words of Christ, pages 413 and 414. 


*Out of print. 
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G. Campbell Morgan, immersed Congregationalist: 
“He [Jesus] left the seclusion and the privacy, and 
standing on the threshold of public work, with the 
waters of a death baptism, which he had shared in 
the grace of his heart with man, still clinging about 
him, the silent heavens broke into the language of 
a great music, as the Almighty Father declared, ‘This 
is my beloved Son, in whom I am well pleased.’ ”»— 
The Crisis of the Christ, page 136. 

Neander, converted. Jew: “In respect to the form 
of baptism, it was in conformity with the original in- 
stitution and the original import of the symbol, per- 
formed by immersion. . . . Baptism was adminis- 
tered at first only to adults, as men were accustomed 
to conceive baptism and faith as strictly connected. 
We have all reasons for not deriving infant baptism 
from apostolic institution, and the recognition of it 
which followed somewhat later, as an apostolic tradi- 
tion.” 

2. John’s Continual Practice 


“In Aenon near to Salim, because there was much 
water there” (John 3: 23). He received his name from 
his custom of baptizing. 

3. Philip and the Eunuch 

“And as they went on their way, they came unto 
a certain water: and the eunuch said, See, here is 
water; what doth hinder me to be baptized? And 
Philip said, If thou believest with all thine heart, thou 
mayest. And he answered and said, I believe that 
Jesus Christ is the Son of God. And he commanded 
the chariot to stand still: and THEY went down 
BOTH into the water, BOTH PHILIP AND THE 
EUNUCH; and he baptized him. And when they 
were come up out of the water, the Spirit of the Lord 
caught away Philip, that the eunuch saw him no more: 
and he went on his way rejoicing” (Acts 8: 36-39). 
The four duals in verse 38 are significant. This is 
the most minute description of the ordinance in the 
- Bible and leaves no doubt as to the mode. 
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IV. Tue Baptism or 3,000 ar PENTECOST AND OF THE © 
JAILER PRESENT NO DIFFICULTY 


1. Case of the 3,000 


It is objected that they could not have been im- 
mersed. : 

(1) Scripture does not say that all were baptized 
in one day. ae 

(2) The twelve apostles, each baptizing thirty-two — 
an hour, could have baptized 3,076 in eight hours. I~ 
have baptized a large number of-persons at one time ~ 
and it requires less than a minute to a person. It is 
not at all taxing upon the strength of the minister. 

(3) Almost certainly the seventy sent out by Jesus 
aided in the baptism. 

(4) It is not unknown in history for 3,000 to be — 
baptized in one day. Chrysostom baptized 3,000 in 
Constantinople, April 16, a.v. 404. St. Patrick of 
Ireland immersed 120,000 during his life. In the 
Telugee Mission, July 3, 1878, six native preachers, — 
two baptizing at a time, immersed in eight hours, 
2,222. Had the six officiated at the same time, it 
would have occupied about two hours and forty min- 
utes. Twelve men baptizing at that rate could bap- 
tize 3,000 in one hour and forty minutes. 

2. Case of Jailer, Acts 16: 29 


Opponents of immersion say he was in jail and 
there was no place for immersion. A careful reading 
of the passage shows— 

(1) His conversion did not take place in prison. 

(2) His baptism did not take place in the prison 
house. 

(3) Paul perhaps carried him to the river near by. 

(4) Persons have been immersed in prison. Men — 
are immersed in the penitentiary at Richmond every 
year. These objections are superficial. 


THE INITIAL CHRISTIAN ORDINANCE 65 


V. CERTAIN FUNDAMENTAL PRINCIPLES IN LAW TO BE 
REMEMBERED 


1. Words of Law Are to Be Understood in Their 
Ordinary Sense 

The ordinary meaning of baptize is to immerse. 
Doctor Broadus translated the Greek word “immerse” 
in every place in the New Testament and it fit the 
sense. Try this with sprinkle or pour and the result is 
ridiculous. Hccheo (pour) and rantizo (sprinkle) are 
never used as synonyms for baptizo. 

2. You Cannot Depart from the Words of the Law 

Departure means to disregard the law. If one ad- 
mits immersion as the New Testament mode but says 
the mode is unimportant, we say you have no right to 
change the law. ' 

3. Where Law Is Uncertain, There Is No Law 

If we cannot know the prescribed form of baptism, 
then we have no form at all. 

4. It Availeth Nothing 1f You Know What Is to Be 
Done and Know Not How It Is to Be Done 

Uncertainty about the mode of baptism practically 
destroys baptism itself. 

5. A Law, When It Expresses One Thing, Excludes 
Everything Else 

Agents buying horses for the government by specifi- 
cation cut out all animals that do not come up to the 
- requirements as to height and size, no matter how 
pretty such animals are. 

6. The Law Requires Absolute Obedience 

The registration laws say all qualified voters must 
register by a certain time on a certain day. One com- 
ing thirty minutes after the hour would not be allowed 


to register. ; 
(1) Baptism is a matter of much importance. It 
‘has been commanded by the Lord. The use of water 
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is in one particular way. The Baptist principle is 
“obedience to Christ.” oh 
(2) The meaning is obscured if you change the | 
mode. Death, burial and resurrection are not set 
forth by any other mode. 2 
(3) Obedience is the test of love. “If ye love me, | 
keep my commandments. ... He that hath my com- 
mandments, and keepeth them, he it is that loveth me.” 
The proper mode is of such importance that Judson 
was immersed, although it meant the loss of friends 
and left him on the foreign field, for the time being, 
without an appointment and without support; that. 
Dr. A. T. Pierson, the able editor of the Missionary 
Review, asked baptism at the hands of Spurgeon’s 
brother when he knew such a course would put him 
out of favor with his beloved people, the Presby- — 
terians; that G. Campbell Morgan, the spiritual. 
teacher and prophet of God, felt impelled to immerse 
his own son who joind a Congregational Church; and — 
Billy Sunday, marvelous combination of physical en- | 
ergy, youthful enthusiasm and passionate evangel- 
ism, was satisfied with nothing but immersion for 
himself. Our Saviour gave three commands which 
his disciples are to obey to the end of the world, name- 
ly: Make disciples, baptize and teach. Baptism stands 
between the two great experiences of regeneration 
(make disciples) and sanctification (teaching them to 
observe all things). Standing on this lofty position, 
baptism symbolizes the essential facts of Christianity 
in the past, present and future. That is, it embodies — 
three fundamental ideas: (a) the fact of Christ’s death 
and resurrection—historical Christianity; (b) the re- 
generation of the soul, buried with him by baptism 
and raised to walk in newness of life—living Chris- 
tianity; (c) the final resurrection of the body—pro- 
phetic Christianity.. Baptism is an epitome of Christ’s 
message to the world: “More beautiful than figures of 
speech, more accurate than any statement of the lips, 
more complete than the articles of any creed.” We 
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show our love by obeying Christ implicitly. Abra- 
- ham had the peculiar distinction of being called “the 
friend of God.” Every believer may have the same 
distinction. “Ye are my friends if ye do whatsoever 


__ Ihave commanded you.” My Christian friends, have 


you all been baptized? Not sprinkled or poured, but 
_ baptized? If not, what will you do with the positive 
command and plain example of Jesus? “Why call 


= ye me, Lord, Lord, and do not the things which I say?” 


(Luke 6: 46). 
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CHAPTER VI 
THE RECURRENT CHURCH ORDINANCE 


Tue Lorp’s SUPPER 
I. Recorp or INSTITUTION OF LorD’s SUPPER 


The record of the institution of the Lord’s Supper 
is found in four places in the Bible. That we may 
have these Scriptures before us, I quote them. 

“And as they were eating, Jesus took bread, and 
blessed it, and brake it, and gave it to the disciples, 
and said, Take, eat; this is my body. And he took 
the cup, and gave thanks, and gave it to them, say- 
ing, Drink ye all of it; for this is my blood of the 
new testament, which is shed for many for the re- 
mission of sins” (Matt. 26: 26-28). 

“For I have received of the Lord that which also I ~ 
delivered unto you, That the Lord Jesus the same 
night in which he was betrayed took bread: and 
when he had given thanks, he brake it, and said, Take, 
eat: this is my body, which is broken for you: this 
do in remembrance of me. After the same manner 
also he took the cup, when he had supped, saying, 
This cup is the new testament in my blood: this do 
ye, as oft as ye drink it, in remembrance of me. For 


as often as ye eat this bread, and drink this cup, ye do © 


shew the Lord’s death till he come” (1 Cor. 11: 23- 


6). 

“And he took bread, and gave thanks, and brake 
it, and gave unto them, saying, This is my body which 
is given for you: this do in remembrance of me. Like- — 
wise also the cup after supper, saying, This cup is 
the new testament in my blood, which is shed for 
you” (Luke 22: 19-20). 

“And as they did eat, Jesus took bread, and blessed, 
and brake it, and gave to them, and said, Take eat: 

[70] 
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this is my body. And he took the cup, and when he 
had given thanks, he gave it to them: and they all 
- drank of it. And he said unto them, This is my blood 
of the new testament, which is shed for many” (Mark 
14: 22-24). : 

This is the second of two ordinances which Christ 
gave to his church. In the preceding chapter we con- 
sidered the first—baptism—and saw that immersion 
was unquestionably the practice in New Testament 
times, and was the command of Jesus to every be- 
liever. The world is coming back to New Testament 
practice in its admission of immersion only as bap- 


_ tism, and Baptists have practically won their fight 


for the mode and meaning of this ordinance. The 
- best scholarship of the world is with the Baptists. 
One of the handsomest new Episcopal churches in 
Virginia is provided with a pool. The rector is re- 
ported as saying: “The world is returning to the orig- 
inal mode of baptism.” 

_ We cannot say as much for our position regarding 
the Lord’s Supper. That position is not so well un- 
derstood as is our position on baptism, and there is an 
erroneous sentiment, in the minds of many, concern- 
ing the Lord’s Supper, which makes it difficult to ex- 
plain just what we believe about this ordinance, and 
our reasons for that belief. 


II. Tue Baptist Posrrion STaTep 


- The Christian world is divided into at least four 

divisions upon the Lord’s Supper. The Catholics be- 
lieve in transubstantiation; that is, the bread and 
wine are changed into the actual body and blood of 
Christ, and when you partake of these elements you do 
actually eat of the body and drink of the blood of 
Christ. This conversion of the elements into the fiesh 
and blood of Christ is under the consecration of the 
priest. The Lutherans and some others hold to what 
’ is called consubstantiation; that is, “the body and 
blood of Christ are truly present and are there com- 
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municated to those that eat in the Lord’s Supper,” 
but this presence is by virtue of Christ’s word rather 
than the priest’s consecration. The Calvinists hold 
“that. the body and blood are present in efficacy 
through the working of the Holy Spirit in the believing 
elect.” The Baptists believe that the bread is only a 
symbol of the body of Christ, and likewise the wine, 
of the blood. We say there is no difference between 
this bread and other bread of the same kind except in 
the purpose for which it is used. It is just bread and 
wine; that is all. Against the Catholics, who say that 
the church, by a consecrating act, converts the ele- 
ments into the body of Christ, and against the Luther- 
ans, who say that the real body and blood are present 
because Christ said so, and against the Calvinists and 
all others who say there is a spiritual blessing and 
means of grace in the Supper, we say, ‘‘No, the bread 
and wine only represent the flesh and blood,” as where 
Christ in the parable of the sower said the seed is 
the word and the field is the world, he meant that the 
seed sown represent the word and the field where the 
seed were sown represents the world. 

We say there is no more efficacy in the Lord’s Sup- 
per than in baptism. Each is a symbol and the only 
blessing is that which comes from obedience to Christ 
and from meditating upon the truths set forth in those 
symbols. So that, not to invite one to the Lord’s Sup- 
per is not shutting him off from a means of grace. 
Those who take so much to heart the action of Bap- 
tists in not inviting them to the table, seem to think 
there is some mysterious grace in the Supper just as 
they seem to think there is some efficacious power in 
the water of baptism. No, the baptism is only a picture 
setting forth Christ’s burial and resurrection, and 
the Supper is only a picture of Christ’s death. By it 
we commemorate the sufferings and death of our Say- 
iour and profess to be in communion with him. There 
is no hint of observing it in remembrance of one an- 
other, nor for the expression of affection and fellow- 
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ship. Dr. Lansing Burrows, Sr., used to say, “Every 
reference to the supper in the New Testament con- 
nects it with Jesus.” To make either of these ordi- 
nances mean more, is a perversion of Scripture. Every 
Baptist believes this much about baptism, and if he 
is logical he will believe the same about the Lord’s 
Supper. 

This is our position as to the import of the Lord’s 
Supper. Our practice has been severely criticized by 
those who would have been milder and more generous 
if they had understood our interpretation of the mean- 
ing of the ordinance. What is there objectionable in 
our practice? Let me state that practice in one sen- 
tence: we do not invite unbaptized persons to the 
Lord’s table, and as we do not extend invitations to 
such persons, we do not accept invitations of unbap- 
_ tized persons to partake with them. Thinking as 
we do, that the Lord’s Supper is a church ordinance 
‘to be preceded by baptism, we could not act other- 
wise. And since the ordinance is not a means of grace, 
we have not deprived those whom we do not invite 
of any mysterious or special blessing. I candidly af- 
firm that our position is both scriptural and logical. 
And I say furthermore that while you may be a Bap- 
- tist and be an open communionist, yet your brother 
who believes in restricted communion is more consist- 
ent than you. 


III. Tue Baptist Posirion VINDICATED 


We have seen that immersion was the uniform prac- 
tice of Christ and his apostles. Having explained our 
belief and practice, it is now proposed to give a reason 
for our custom. : 

There ts no such thing in the Bible as free and open 
communion. 

‘1. Restricted and located in the church. “For first 
of all, when ye come together in the church, I hear 
_ that there be. divisions among you; and I partly be- 

edieye it” (1 Cor..11: 18). 
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The ordinance is not to be observed in the home. 


Administering the Supper in rooms of the sick and_ 


dying is not only contrary to Scripture teaching and 
practice as to the place for its observance, but is 
also to teach that there is some saving merit in the 
Supper itself. Baptism of the dying comes from the 
same beliefs, namely: that the ordinance is essential 
to salvation. A more deadly or more anti-scriptural 
heresy never blighted a land. 


2. Restricted to the pure in life. “But now I have + 
written unto you not to keep company, if any man 
that is called a brother be a fornicator, or covetous, or 


an idolater, or a railer, or a drunkard, or an extor- 


tioner; with such an one no not to eat” (1 Cor. 5: 11). 


3. Restricted to an orderly walk. ‘Now we com- 
mand you, brethren, in the name of our Lord Jesus 
Christ, that ye withdraw yourselves from every 
brother that walketh disorderly, and not after the 
tradition which he received of us” (2 Thess. 3: 6). 


Site 


The disorderly member is out of the church and — 


hence away from the table. If I were a member of 
a pedobaptist church and should preach the doc- 
trine I now hold, they would exclude me for heresy. 
Being excluded they would not invite me to the table. 
But, holding these same views, and being a Baptist, 
they invite me to the table. That is, they are better 
to me as a Baptist than they would be if I belonged 
to them. This is inconsistent and unnatural. 


4, Restricted to discernment of the Lord’s body. : 
“For he that eateth and drinketh unworthily, eateth — 
and drinketh damnation to himself, not discerning the 


Lord’s body” (1 Cor. 11: 29). 


One dare not think of wife or friends at the table — 


of the Lord. Scripture, not sentiment, is the guide, 
and Paul says one must discriminate, must see, the 
Lord’s body. . 
5. Restricted where divisions and schisms exist (1 
Cor. 11: 17-20). Note the twentieth verse as it reads 


De — == s~. ——t 4 ia 
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_ in the Revised Version, “When therefore ye assemble 
_ yourselves together, it is not possible to eat the Lord’s 
_ Supper.” The margin of the Authorized Version 
_ reads, “Ye cannot eat,” and the reason assigned is 
the existence of divisions or schisms. 
__ Let us suppose the Catholics, Presbyterians, Metho- 
_ dists, Disciples, Episcopalians and Baptists assembled 
around one table to observe the Lord’s Supper. Now, 
we have what the Christian world needs! The one 
- thing supposed by many as wanting for the speedy 
~ conquest of the world for Christ is supplied! How 
_ beautiful to see all denominations around one table! 
But, wait a moment before you break that bread. 
_ “Are you agreed in other matters now that you have 
come to a common table?” “Are you united in doc- 
_ trine and practice?” If there be divisions among you 
_ there “you cannot eat.” The Catholic believes in an 
infallible pope and a church through which alone 
people are saved. The Presbyterian detests Roman 
~ Catholicism, but believes that children of believing 
parents are to be members of the church. The Meth- 
_ odist believes in Arminianism to an extent which sep- 
_ arates him widely from the Presbyterian. The Dis- 
- ciple parts company with the sprinkling Methodist 
-_and discards his emotional religion. The Episcopalian 
- declares his belief in apostolic succession and cannot 
~ accept Presbyterian, Methodist, Disciple and Baptist 
pastors as ordained ministers. The Baptist believes 
that Jesus is the only Lord of the conscience and 
- that the New Testament is the only law of Chris- 
 tianity. He tells the Catholic that his claims are 
- monstrous and preposterous; he tells the Presbyterian 
_ that only believers are to be members of the church; 
he tells the Methodist that God is sovereign and his 
purposes are behind and above all; he tells the Dis- 
ciple, “With the heart man believeth,’ and not the 
- head; he tells the Episcopalian that his church came 
. from the Roman Catholics and his exclusive claim 
_-for an ordained ministry is a vestige of papal succes- 
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sion heresy and is absurd. Not to mention more, 
these are radical differences which exist among these 
denominations irrespective of the communion ques- 
tion. If they partake of that ordinance with these . 
divisions among them, they do so as Paul says, “Not ~ 
for the better but for the worse.” Open communion 
would be an unmitigated curse. 


6. Restricted to the Baptized 


(1) Only the apostles were present at the institu. 
tion—Neither his mother nor brothers was present, 
for they were unbaptized. We know. that some of 
these twelve apostles were former disciples of John 
and he baptized all those whom he received. We know 
that Jesus himself was baptized, and can you believe 
that he used unbaptized persons as his apostles? The 
qualification of an apostle, as learned from the elec- 
tion of a successor to Judas, was that he should have 
companied with Jesus and the eleven from the bap- 
tism of John. 

(2) The Supper comes after baptism—The divine ~ 
order is: (a) disciple; (b) baptize; (c) teach all — 
the things commanded. The order is a_ part 
of that commission. You have as much right to put 
baptism before making disciples as you have to put 
communion before baptism. Dr. Hibbard, Metho- 
dist, truly writes: “The reader will perceive that the. 
argument is based entirely upon the order of the apos- 
tolic commission. It may be questioned by some 
whether the argument is genuine, and whether it is 
entitled to any considerable force. But suppose we 
assume an opposite ground? Suppose we say that the 
things commanded are important to be done, but the 
order observed in the commission is a subject of in- 
difference. Now what will be the consequences of 
this position? What but total, irretrievable confu- 
sion? The apostles go forth, they are intent upon do- 
ing all that Christ commanded them, but the order 
of the duties is a subject of indifference. The conse- 
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quence is that some are baptized before they are con- 
verted from heathenism; some receive the holy Supper 
before either baptism or conversion; others are en- 
gaged in a course of instruction before they are dis- 
cipled; and the most incoherent and unsuitable prac- 
tices everywhere prevail. Improper persons are bap- 
tized, or baptism is improperly delayed; the holy Sup- 
per is approached before the candidate is duly pre- 
pared, and it is therefore desecrated, or it is unduly 
withheld from rightful communicants. Is not the 
prescribed order therefore in the administration of 
the ordinances, and the duties of the apostolic com- - 
mission all-important? And thus we hold that Christ 
enjoined the order as well as the duties themselves; 
and, in this order of Christ, baptism precedes com- 
munion at the Lord’s table.” 

(3) The practice of the apostles—The first instance 
of the Lord’s Supper being observed after its institu- 
tion. “Then they that gladly received his word were 
baptized and the same day there were added unto them 
about three thousand souls. And they continued stead- 
fastly in the apostles’ doctrine and fellowship, and in 
breaking of bread, and in prayers” (Acts 2:41-42). 

The second instance of the Lord’s Supper after its 
institution. ‘And upon the first day of the week, 
when the disciples came together to break bread, Paul 
preached unto them, ready to depart on the morrow; 

and continued his speech until midnight” (Acts 20: 7). 
(4) Every mention of baptism puts it immediately 
upon profession of faith and hence before the Lord’s 

Supper. 

- The Samaritans believed Philip and were baptized 

at once (Acts 8: 12). The eunuch believed Philip 

and was baptized immediately (Acts 8: 36-39). Paul 

was baptized as soon as the scales fell from his eyes 

(Acts 9:18). The jailer was baptized the same hour 

of the night (Acts 16: 33). 

_ There is not a case in which there was time to cele- 
brate the Lord’s Supper before baptism. If we do not 
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know from the New Testament that immersion was 
their baptism, then we do not know from the Bible 


that there is a God. If we do-not know from the same 


source that immersion came before the Supper, then 
we do not know that there: were any believers or 
churches. I assert in the words of Doctor Jeter, “In all 
the oracles of God there is neither proof that the — 
Lord’s Supper was ever administered but within a — 
church and to its baptized members.” In what chap- 
ter and verse do you find your authority for an un- 


baptized person partaking of the Lord’s Supper? Do — 
you believe that immersion only is baptism? Then — 


you must be a restricted communionist, for you can- 
not show where an unbaptized person ever paneas 
of the Supper in the New Testament. 
(5) That we are right in demanding baptism as a — 
prerequisite to the Supper is evident from the sym- 
bolism of the ordinances—Baptism symbolizes spir- — 
itual birth. Birth precedes nourishment. The Lord’s ~ 
Supper symbolizes spiritual nourishment, support. — 
We are born once and baptized once. We are fed often, eS 
and have the Lord’s Supper often. 


IV. Tue Baptist Posirion Vinpicatep>—No SucuH ~ 
Tuinc AMONG DENOMINATIONS AS FREE ANS 
Oren CoMMUNION 


Having shown that there is no such thing in the 
Bible as- free and open communion, we proceed now 
to show that there is no such thing among the de- : 
nominations as free and open communion. 

Dr. William Wall, eminent minister of the Church of . 
England, who wrote two large and elaborate volumes 
on the history of infant baptism, showing that immer- 
sion was uniformily practiced in the early churches, - 
says, “No church ever gave the communion to any 
person before he was baptized; among all absurdities — 
ever held, none ever held this, that any person should 
partake of the communion before he was baptized.” — 
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oe the Presbyterians, the devout and eridite 
Dr. Doddridge writes: “It is certain that so far as 
our knowledge of primitive antiquity extends, no un- 
baptized person received the Lord’s Supper. How- 


- soever excellent any man’s character is, he must be 


baptized before he can be looked upon as completely 
a ve of the church of Christ.” 

Griffin, one of the most eminent Congrega- 
os divines of this country, writes: “I. agree with 
the advocates of close communion . . . that we ought 
not to commune with those who have’not been bap- 
tized, and of course are not church members, even 
if we regard them as Christians.” 

Among the Methodist scholars and divines, Dr. 
Hibbard writes: “It is but just to remark that in 
one principle the Baptist and pedobaptist churches 
agree. They both agree in rejecting from the table. 

of the Lord and in denying the rights of church fel- 

- lowship to all who bave not been baptized. Valid 
- baptism they [Baptists] consider essential to consti- 
_ tute visible church membership. This we [Metho- 
dists] also hold. The only question, then, that di- 
vides us is, What is valid baptism? No society of 
Christians would receive an unbaptized person into 
its community and tender to him the privileges of 
their body . . . The converts of the day of Pentecost 
were first baptized, and then added to the church. 
_ The concurrent voice of the Christian world would 
exclude an unbaptized person from fellowship in the 


visible church of Christ.” 


The Episcopalians declare that baptism and church 
membership precede communion. Dr. Cheetham, 
professor of Pastoral Theology in King’s College, 
London, says: “None could be admitted to holy com- 
munion but baptized persons lying under no censure.” 

The Episcopal Recorder says: “The close commun- 


jon of the Baptist churches is but the necessary se- 
' quence of the fundamental idea out of which their 


- existence has grown. No Christian church would will- 
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ingly receive to its communion even the humblest 
and truest believer in Christ who had not been bap- 
tized. With Baptists immersion only is baptism, and 
they therefore, of necessity, exclude from the Lord’s 
table all who have not been immersed. It is an es- 
sential part of the system—the legitimate carrying 
out of the creed.” 

Lord Chancellor King says: “As for the persons 
communicating, they were not indifferently all that 
professed the Christian faith, as Origen writes: ‘It 
doth not belong to every one to eat of the bread, and 
to drink of this cup.’ But they were only such as were 
in the number of the faithful, ‘such as were baptized, 
and received both the credentials and practices of 
Christianity.’ That is, who believe the articles of the 
Christian faith and led a holy and pious life. Such 
as these, and none else, were permitted to communi- 
cate. Now since none but the faithful were admitted, 
it follows that the catechumens and the penitents 
were excluded; the catechumens because they were not ~ 
yet baptized, for baptism always precedes the Lord’s 
Supper.” 

Therefore Dr. Cuyler says: “The terms of com- 
munion in the Presbyterian Church require a previous 
open confession of the Lord Jesus Christ as Saviour 
and Lord. That presupposes a membership in some 
evangelical church. Baptism is an essential part of 
an open confession of Jesus Christ and of reception 
into the visible church.” 

John Wesley says very plainly that baptism pre- 
cedes communion. In a sermon which he preached 
upon “Do this in remembrance of me,” he laid down 
baptism as a prerequisite to communion. (Wesley’s 
Sermons, Vol. 4, p. 153.) In his Journal, Vol. 1, p. 
188, he says: “In the ancient times every one who was 
baptized communicated daily.” No Baptist ever in- 


sisted upon this doctrine more strongly that did Mr. 
Wesley. 
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In practice Mr. Wesley was as strict as any high- 
churchman in the land. Commenting upon a letter 
received from one J. M. Bolzins, he says: “And yet 
this very man, when I was in Savannah, did I refuse 
to admit to the Lord’s table, because he was not bap- 
tized by a minister who had been episcopally or- 
dained.”’ 
In reply to a question from Mr. Jones, of England, 
Alexander Campbell says: “Your third question 
is, Do any of your churches admit unbaptized persons 
to communion, a practice that is becoming very preva- 
lent in this country? Not so far as is known to 
me. I am at loss to understand on what principle— 
by what law, precedent or license any congregation 
founded upon the apostles and prophets, Jesus Christ 
being the chief cornerstone, could dispense with the 
practice of the primitive church with the command- 
ment of the Lord and the authority of the apostles.” 

In the *Christian Baptist, Mr. Campbell says: “But 
I object to making it a rule, in any case, to receive 
unimmersed persons to church ordinances: first, be- 
cause it is nowhere commanded; second, because it 
is nowhere precedented in the New Testament; third, 
because it necessarily corrupts the simplicity and uni- 
formity of the whole genius of the New Testament; 
fourth, because it not only deranges the order of the 
kingdom, but makes void one of the most impor- 
tant institutions ever given to men.” 

Then, if there is no such thing in the Bible or among 
the denominations as open communion, why blame 
the Baptists for consistency and conscientiousness? 
The average pedobaptist today disregards the stand- 
ard authorities of his denomination and views the 
Lord’s Supper sentimentally. He ignores the logic of 
restricted communion and conceives it as a breach 
of Christian fellowship, a denial of a common faith. 
_ He does not distinguish between Christian and church 
fellowship. He fails to see the logic of his own po- 


~ *Qut of print. 
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sition. Sentiment is not a safe criterion; it is as 
variable as a weather vane. The Scriptures are the 
one unerring, unchangeable guide. Adherence to their 
teaching is obligatory. The very essence of the Lord’s 
Supper is changed when sentiment controls its obser- 
vance. Suppose the sentiment of missionaries in China 
favored admission of cultured Confucianists to the 
Lord’s table as a recognition of their moral code. 
The perception of Christ’s broken body would be lost 
thereby for sentimental reasons. Yet the logic that 
abolishes the prerequisite of baptism would, strictly 
applied, lead to the abolition of the symbolism of the 
elements, leaving the ordinance like a monument 
whose inscription had been effaced, like a temple 
whose glory had departed. 


V. OBJECTIONS REMOVED 


1. A Baptist wife cannot commune with her Pedo- 
baptist husband or vice versa. This objection is based 
upon an erroneous view of the purpose of the Lord’s 
Supper. “The cup of blessing which we bless, is it 
not the communion of the blood of Christ? The bread 
which we break, is it not the communion of the body 
of Christ?” (1 Cor. 10: 16). It is communion with 
Christ and never communion with friends or loved 
ones. You commune with them in your homes. A 
husband and wife are to show their love for each other 
in the home and day by day. 

2. If we cannot partake of the communion together 
on earth, how can we in heaven? This question would 
never be asked by one who has noted the time limit 
on the Lord’s Supper. There will be no Lord’s Sup- 
per in heaven. Christ said it was to be kept “until 
he come.” 

3. The Baptists are a narrow folk because they do 
not commune with other denominations. We do com- 
mune with them in every legitimate way. We com- — 
mune with them in gospel song, in earnest prayers, 
in enterprises of benevolence, in temperance reform 
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and in moral welfare. Baptists contribute to hos- 
pitals and charitable objects like other people. They 
are just as liberal with their means and in their views 
__as other people. I am sure they are not less hospit- 
able. Baptists invite all denominations to their tables 
and make no distinction in dispensing the hospitality 
- of their homes. They invite all to their tables, but 
to the Lord’s table they can invite only those whom 
he has invited; that is, baptized persons. 

4. Restricted communion prevents Christian union. 
Why do not the denominations that believe in open 
communion unite as they are? When they have done 
so then it will be time to make this objection to the 
Baptists. I venture that the Methodists and Presby- 
terians are as far apart as they would be if the Bap- 
tists were open communionists. 

5. Restricted communion keeps many out of the 
Baptist denomination. So does our requirement of a 
changed life. We could not surrender a principle to 
increase our membership. Furthermore, when those 
who incline toward the Baptists understand why re- 
stricted communion is practiced they will be drawn 
to us more readily and closely. Even outsiders who 
understand our position admire and commend us for 
our consistency. We are always glad to have acces- 
sions, but we are also anxious that they shall be right 
in belief and practice. Then, again, it does not seem 
that restricted communion is hurting us badly, for 
in the South, where Baptists are uniformly restricted 


: -communionists, we are growing faster than any- 
-. where else in the world. God honors the people who 


honor his Word. We have no desire for a liberality 

that breaks a Bible commandment or changes a gos- 

pel order. We are content to be as broad as Jesus. 
It is submitted that Baptists are not responsible 

for existing divisions, Baptists have adhered to a 

uniform scriptural practice. The people who deviate 

. from the course of the New Testament are respon- 
sible for the divisions. 
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CHAPTER VII : 


THEIR POSITION IN THE TWENTIETH 
CENTURY 


Baptists are like the immortal marines—every one 


igs a volunteer. There is not a conscript among them. 


They should be more strongly bound together than 
any other religious group, because each one entered 
its bonds of his own accord. Common convictions © 
cement them. They believe, therefore they speak and 
act. They are rooted and grounded in the New Testa- 
ment. 


I. Tuerr Oricin Is ScripTuRAL 


The first Baptist churches were the churches of the 
New Testament. It is not necessary to prove apos- 
tolic succession. It is of more importance to identify 
our churches today with those of the first century 
than it is to trace the history through the centuries _ 
when there was no recorded history. The woman was 
driven into the wilderness for a season (Rev. 12: 6). 
To illustrate: After the war General Lee lost a beau- 
tiful mare, whether strayed or stolen he did not know. 
He advertised for her, describing her color and size 
in detail. Deacon William Campbell, of Essex County, — 
Virginia, read the advertisement and saw near his 
home an animal that exactly answered the description. 
He wrote General Lee, who sent his son from Lexing- 
ton to investigate. As soon as he saw the animal 
he said, “That is father’s mare.” It was not. at all 
necessary to follow the tracks of that mare from Lex- 
ington to Essex. The main thing was to identify her 
with the one that was lost. The Baptist churches 
of the New Testament were local, independent, self- 
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- governing, democratic organizations. The Baptists of 
_ today, and they alone of all peoples in Christendom, 
answer precisely to that description. 


Il. Tuer Doctrines ARE SCRIPTURAL . 


Two symbolic ordinances did Jesus establish and 
‘enjoin—Baptism and the Lord’s Supper. They are the 
most eloquent preachers God ever ordained. 

Baptism preaches a sermon under three divisions on 
thé necessity for regeneration: (1) It speaks of the 
death, burial and resurrection of Christ; (2) it por- 
trays ‘the sinner’s death and burial to sin and resur- 
rection to walk in newness of life; (3) it prophesies 
that these bodies, after they are dead and buried, shall 
rise again. It compasses the past, present, and 
future. Nothing but immersion is adequate to 
this, and nothing but immersion is in the New Testa- 
ment, the ablest pedobaptists themselves being wit- 
nesses. A minister preached a sermon in which he un- 
dertook to show that “in” and “into” did not mean 
immersion. He said, “John did not baptize Jesus in 
the Jordan, but close to, near by, round about Jordan. 
Philip and the eunuch did not go down into the water, 
but close to, near by, round about.” An Irishman in 
the congregation arose at the conclusion of the sermon 
and said, “Your Reverence, your sermon today has 
brought me much comfort. It explains many mysteries 


which have long perplexed me. I could never un- 
~ derstand how Jonah could live in the whale for three 


days and nights. Now I see that he was not in the 
whale, but close to, near by, round about, swimming 
in the water. The Bible says the three Hebrew chil- 
dren were cast into the fiery furnace and I wondered 
how they lived. You have explained it. They were 
‘not actually in the furnace, but close to, near by, round 
about, where they could warm themselves. We read 
that Daniel was cast into the den of lions and why 
they did not devour him was a mystery to me. But 
_ he was not in the den at all, but only close to, near 
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by, round about where he could hear them roar and 
feel no harm. Then, your Reverence, I am a very 
wicked man and have long been afraid of future pun- 
ishment. You have relieved my apprehension. When 
the: Bible says the wicked shall be cast into hell with 
all nations that forget God, I shall henceforth inter- 
pret it as meaning that I shall not actually go to hell, 
but only close to, near by, round about.” That 
Irishman had the truth in his wit. It is perilous to 
explain away the Scripture. é 

The Lord’s Supper, the other ordinance, is a sermon 
under three divisions upon the atoning death of Je- 
sus: (1) It says that Jesus died for our sins accord- 
ing to the Scriptures; (2) it emphasizes our spiritual 
subsistence on him; (3) it expresses the hope that he 
will come again. Like baptism, the Supper compasses 
the past, present and future. In its proper observance 
memory, faith, and hope are operative. It is ‘not a 
sacrament. It is emblematic of the atoning death of 
Jesus and preaches the doctrine of spiritual subsist- 
ence on him. When Jesus said, “This is my body,” 
he no more meant his actual body than he meant a 
literal door when he said, “I am the door’; or a grape 
vine when he said, “I am the vine”; or a macadam 
road when he said, “I am the way.” ee 

The Romanist doctrine of transubstantiation is un- 
tenable. How can an officiating priest change inert — 
matter into both soul and deity when the Creator 
himself did not form man’s soul from matter? If 
Christ died once for all, how can he die again every 
time the “mass” is celebrated? If Jesus ascended 
into heaven to remain there until the final restoration 
of all things, how can he be bodily present in the bread 
and wine? If Jesus meant what he said, “All ye drink 
of it,” why does the priest withhold the cup from the. 
people? Does not such practice violate the unity of 
the ordinance by excluding the wine from laymen 
though Christ used both emblems to set forth his doc- 
trine? Are not the worship and adoration of mere 
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matter, bread and wine as God, idolatry? Dr. J. R. 
Graves and a Catholic priest were debating the subject 
of the Lord’s Supper. The Catholic priest argued that 
when the priest blessed the elements they became the 
actual flesh and blood of the Lord. In his rejoinder 
Dr. Graves held up a glass of wine and said to the 
priest: “When you bless this it becomes the blood of 
Christ.’ If the blood of Christ it cannot be contami- 
nated?” The priest assented. Taking from his pocket 
a bottle of poison, Dr. Graves poured its contents 
into the wine and said to the priest: ‘You bless and 
drink half of this glass and I will drink the other 


half.” The priest did not drink. 


Historically, the order of the ordinances was, first, 
baptism, and then the Lord’s Supper. Logically, it 
should be so, because birth, symbolized in baptism, 
comes before nourishment, symbolized in the Lord’s 
Supper. Neither ordinance has any saving efficacy. 
They are for the saved, and by their scriptural ob- 
servance we keep alive and promulgate vital truths 
of the gospel. We do not bury a man to kill him; 
we bury him because he is dead. We do not bury 
him by sprinkling a little dirt on him; we put him 
under the ground. Had there been no perversion of 
the mode of baptism, there had been no question 
of restricted communion. Others must bear the re- 
sponsibility for changing the meaning and mode, and 
for the subsequent controversies. 


III. Tuem Course Has Been Consistent 


For the simple truth of. the New Testament they 
have stood and suffered and died. In the Old World 
where the state controlled the church, as in England, 
or the church controlled the state, as in Rome, bonds, 
_ stripes, imprisonmerit, and execution were their lot. 
‘ In the New World it was little better until the accept- 
ance of their principles made it so. The Episcopalians 
in Virginia and the Congregationalists in New Eng- 
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land denied the freedom of conscience. The Baptists — 
suffered severely. Patrick Henry rode from Hanover - 
County to Fredericksburg, fifty miles, without re- 
muneration to defend three imprisoned Baptist. preach- 
ers. His better known speech in old St. John’s had 
no more of dramatic power and convincing effect than 
his defense of these preachers. He entered the court 
room during the reading of the indictment by the pros- _ 
ecutor. After the prosecutor ended his brief, Henry 


took the paper and launched into a speech which . 
moved the audience to sighs and tears and evoked ~ 


from the judge the order, “Sheriff, discharge these — 
men.” Read two paragraphs of that speech. oe 
“May it please Your Worship in a day like this, 
when Truth is about to burst her fetters; when man- 
kind are about to be aroused to claim their natural and 
inalienable rights; when the yoke of oppression that — 
has reached the wilderness of America and the un- 
natural alliance of ecclesiastical and civil power are 
about to be dissevered—at such a period when liberty, 
liberty of conscience, is about to wake from her slum- 
berings and inquire into the reason of such charges 
as I find exhibited here today in this indictment—if I 
am not deceived—according to the contents of the — 
paper I now hold in my hand—these men are ac-— 
ped of preaching the gospel of the Son of God. Great — 
@] = 
“May it please Your Worship, there are periods in 
the history of man when corruption and depravity 
have so long debased the human character that man 
sinks under the weight of the oppressor’s hand—hbe- 
comes his servile, his abject slave. He licks the hand 
that smites him. He bows in passive obedience to 
the mandates of the despot; and, in this state of ser- 
vility, he receives his fetters of perpetual bondage. 
But, may it please Your Worship, such a day has 
passed. From that period when our fathers left the 
land of their nativity for these American wilds—from _ 
the moment they placed their feet upon the American 
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 continent—from that moment despotism was crushed, 


é. 


= 


_ the fetters of darkness were broken and heaven de- 
- ereed that man should be free—free to worship God 


according to the Bible. In vain were all their suf- 
ferings and bloodshed to subjugate this New World if 


_ we, their offspring, must still be oppressed and perse- 


cuted. But, may it please Your Worship, permit me 


to inquire once more, For what are these men about 


to be tried? This paper says for preaching the gospel 


of the Saviour to Adam’s fallen race!” 


Joseph H. Crooker, Congregationalist, in his 


~book, Winning of Religious Liberty, discussing the 
persecution of the Baptists in Connecticut, says: “It 
was in many respects far more reprehensible than the 


punishment of the Quakers. The Baptists were then 
as now an exceedingly earnest, orderly, God-fearing 
people. . There were many points of contact between 
them and the Congregationalists. But there was radi- — 
cal difference respecting baptism. They rejected infant 
baptism, not as a mystical right, but as a seal and 
symbol of conversion and because they have a more 


~ generous view of God’s providence and man’s nature, 


children did not need to be christened to be saved 
from hell fire.” 

- Governor Endicott, of Massachusetts, being asked 
by John Clarke what law of God or man he. had 
broken, replied, “You have denied infant baptism and 
deserve death.” Hezekiah Smith was ‘warned off 


- from God’s earth” by the sheriff of Haverhill, Mass. 


Two Baptist students were expelled from Yale College 
for attending the Baptist church at Canterbury, Conn., 


--during vacation. There was a time when Baptist 


students at the Naval Academy at Annapolis, Mary- 


_- land, were inconvenienced and hampered in their de- 


sire to attend a Baptist church. There was an unjust 
discrimination against all Protestant boys when 


Z they entered the academy. 


(In Bancroft Hall Order No. 77, issued early in 
May, 1919, by the naval authorities, the above dis- 
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criminations were modified in response to Bap- 
tist protests and petitions. Except that the chapel . 
service is on the Episcopal order, though somewhat 
changed, there seems now to be religious equality. Mr. 
’ Charles T. Bagby, a Baptist layman of Baltimore, 
was instrumental in securing the abolition of the in- 
justice done Baptist students and others. We are 
happy to notice the government’s willingness to heed 
our protests in this particular. Secretary Daniels and 
Rear Admiral Scales manifested a fine spirit of fair- 
ness in dealing with our protests.) 

Through all the periods of religious persecution, of 
the union of church and state, growing out of the 
. heresy of infant baptism, there sounded one clear, 
consistent, courageous, convincing voice crying: “Ren- 
der unto Cesar the things that are Cesar’s, and unto 
God the things that are God’s. The Church is a 
spiritual body, the State is a secular body; you cannot 
unite the two without irreparable injury to both. The 
soul is free. Man’s supreme duty is to God. The 
State cannot lay its finger upon the conscience.” By 
and by that voice was heard and heeded. “And they | 
overcame him because of the blood of the Lamb, and 
because of the word of their testimony, and they loved 
not their life, even unto death.” 


The first government in the world that allowed full 
liberty of conscience from principle to all men was 
established by Baptists in Rhode Island. James Madi- 
son, graduate of Princeton and preparing for the 
Episcopal ministry, was so shocked by the mistreat- 
ment of Baptists and so moved by their preaching 
through prison bars that he abandoned the ministry 
and became the political apostle of religious freedom 
in Virginia and America. The Baptists were the only 
denomination who supported him unwaveringly. Oth- 
ers helped in dis-establishment, but when it was pro- 
posed to assess taxes for all religious bodies, to use 
one of Billy Sunday’s expressions, “They fell for it.” 
Madison said the Presbyterian ministers were “as 
ready to keep up an establishment which is to take 
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them in as they were to pull down that which shut 
them out.” Baptists have never believed in, or coun- 
tenanced, the union of church and state. If all the 
- people in Richmond were Baptists but one, that one 
would be as free in religion as the screaming sea gull 
of the sea. Aye, and if I were the only person in 
Richmond who held to believers’ baptism, soul free- 
dom, and a church polity of the people, for the people, 
and by the people, I would stand like Athanasius un- 
til a sufficient number concurred in those fundamentals 
to organize a gospel church. 


IV. Tuer Mission Has ProspereD 
God has turned their misfortune into fortune. The 


__ Kaiser looked upon the ruddy, stern faces of countless” 


American youths and inquired, “What ship brought so 
many of those Americans over here?” “The Lusitania, 
Your Majesty.” Strange as it may sound, the perse- 
cution of the Baptists gave religious liberty to Amer- 
ica. It drove Roger Williams into the wilderness 
where he could found the first free church in a free 
_ state in the history of the world. It awakened Jeffer- 
son and Madison and their co-laborers to the iniquities 
of the union of church and state, and brought about 
dis-establishment. Dr. J. L. M. Curry was seated next 
to the British statesman John Bright at a dinner in 
London. Mr. Bright inquired, “What distinct con- 
tribution has America made to the science of govern- 
ment?” Dr. Curry thought a moment and mindful 
of other democracies that had sprung up in Europe, 
replied, “The doctrine of religious liberty.” Bright 
thought a moment and remarked, “A tremendous con- 
tribution.” Yes, it was the greatest contribution of 
the New World to the Old, of America to civilization, 
and it was pre-eminently a Baptist contribution. Ban- 
— eroft correctly says: “Freedom of conscience, unlim- 
~ ited freedom of mind, was from the first the trophy of 
the Baptists.” 

The most popular book of 1918, written by a Span- 
iard, contains this sentence, “The philosophy of mod- 
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ern democracy is lay-Christianity.” That is a strik- — 


ing statement of the Baptist position. We reject and =~ 
oppose sacerdotalism that puts a priest between a soul 
and God, sacramentarianism that makes the ordi- 


nances vehicles of grace, and ecclesiasticism that puts a 
church between a sinner and salvation. We insist 
upon the right, ability and duty of each soul to ap- 
proach God directly through the one mediator, Christ. — 
We recognize no “orders” in the ministry and no such 
distinctions as “clergy” and “laity.” All are brethren — 


and equal in Christ. The application of the Baptist ee 


principle would abolish priestcraft and kingcraft. 
In World War I the world was convulsed in a strug- 


gle for the rights of the people. The man who was in _ 


the recent conflict from the first, who perceived the is- | 
sues more clearly than any other, whose frankness - 
alarmed the Turks, and whose fearlessness heartened 
the Christians, whose courage infuriated the Hohen- — 
zollerns, and whose determination unnerved the Haps- 
burgs, whose appeals kept the British workmen in the © 
factories and placed Foch at the head of the allied 
armies, whose lips have voiced the most distinctly 
Christian sentiment of any peace envoy, whose heart 
beat in unison with the heart and whose hand joined 
with the hand of President Wilson in a pledge to — 
punish the wrong-doers and ‘bind the nations into a 
brotherhood that will cultivate peace and good will, — 
instead of war and hate; that man is our Baptist — 
brother, Lloyd George. He said: “Tell the Baptists of 
America we are fighting for Baptist principles in this 


war.” Are not these principles for which blood has 


been shed, and lives sacrificed, worth living for in 
America and in the world? 


V. Tuerr AtTrirup—E Towarp UNIONIZING 


The attitude of Baptists towards unionizing the — 
denominations is simple and clear. We are ready to — 
unite tomorrow upon the New Testament as the sole — 
authority of faith and practice. In 1699 the Baptists 
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_ of Philadelphia replied to a letter from the Episco- 
palians invitatory to a union that two things “abso- 
_ lutely necessary in order thereunto” must be shown 
from Holy Scripture: “First, that the foundation of 
- your church, with all the orders, officers, rites and 
_ ceremonies, is of divine institution’; second, ‘that 
you give us clear and infallible proof from God’s 
holy word that our Lord Jesus Christ hath given power 
and authority to any man, men, convocation or synod 
to make, constitute and set up any other laws, orders, 
officers, rites and ceremonies in his church, besides 


_ those which he hath appointed in his holy word; or to 
alter or change those which he hath therein ap- 


pointed.” This Baptist reply remains unanswered to 
this day. We will never unite upon an extra and anti- 
scriptural program framed in New York or elsewhere, 
as directors would merge corporations. It is amusing ~ 
_ to see the unionists set up their Procrustean bed and 
begin lopping the large and stretching the small to 
make all uniform. An Episcopal bishop said in San 


- Antonio, Texas, some years ago: “There ought to 


be but three denominations in the world: the Catho- 
lics, standing on one side for the authority of the 
church; the Baptists, standing on the other side for 
- the authority of the Bible; all the other denominations 
‘should be united, for the difference between them is 


~ the difference between tweedledum and tweedledee.” 


He was correct. There we take our stand and cannot 
- surrender or compromise our convictions; nor would 
we have others do so. Jesus did not pray for organic 
- church union when he prayed that prayer in the seven- 
teenth chapter of John that “all might be one.” They 
were all baptized believers. They were one organi- 
-eally. They had uniformity without unity of spirit. 
Jesus prayed for unity of spirit, for freedom from 


_ rivalries, jealousies, animosities and antipathies. We 


pray the same prayer and seek to answer it by en- 
deavoring to keep the unity of the spirit in the bonds 
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of peace. Though we speak the truth, sometimes the 
unwelcome truth, we do so in love. : 


VI. Tuer AtTTitupE TowARD GOVERNMENTAL INTER; 
FERENCE : 


Their attitude toward governmental interference 
is now what it was in 1776, namely: religion is not 
within the purview of the civil power. The question is 
not, Is religion necessary to the well-being of the 
State? but, Is religion advanced by government con- 
trol or interference? The third assistant secretary of 
war went beyond the proper bounds when he affirmed 
“the whole desire of the department is in the interest of — 
breaking down, rather than emphasizing denomina- 
tional distinction.” It is none of the government’s af- 
fair how many denominations there are so long as they 
obey the Constitution of the United States. The gov- 
ernment’s only concern with them is to see that they 
enjoy their guaranteed rights. The government should 
know that the rights we waive in war times will still 
be held tenaciously and proclaimed fearlessly. The 
experience of history teaches that whenever the gov- 
ernment has touched religion it has corrupted it. The 
logical end is the definition by the government of what 
the privileged may preach. This no Baptist can ac- 
cept. 

It behooves us to read again our history, to baptize 
our minds afresh in our immortal principles, and to 
contend earnestly, though lovingly, for the “faith — 
which was once for all delivered unto the saints.” 
“With malice towards none and charity towards all; 
with faith in the right as God gives us to see the 
right”; asking nothing for ourselves that we do not 
concede to all others; regarding every soul as a hu- 
man brother and every saved soul as a Christian 
brother; with loyalty to the truth as it is incorporated 
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in the New Testament and with allegiance to Jesus © 
Christ, our only Lord, 


We lift our banner to the air, 
And swear to guard our legacy. 


- "CHAPTER vo 
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CHAPTER VIII 


THE CHALLENGE OF THE CHANGING 
ORDER 


I. “Unto Wuomsorver Mucu Is Given, or Him 
SHALL Mucu Bg Required” 


The principles of Baptists commit them to a large 
program. The whole gospel for the whole world is 
that program. No people profess more by their doc- 
trines. We are under obligations to match profes- 
sion with practice. The world, Christian and non- 
Christian, has a right to demand works as proof of 
our faith. Unless we can show results we must give 
place to those who can. This is not merely a cold, 
commercial rule; it was the acid test of Jesus: “By 
their fruits ye shall know them.” The truth is not to 
be wrapped in a napkin for safekeeping; in such man- 
ner will it be lost. The truth is to be promulgated. 
The Providence church suffered for energetic leader- 
ship and vigorous evangelism and lost its existence. 
The Newport church was blessed with aggressive lead- 
ership and evangelistic passion and remains a fount 
of healing. 

Jordan marked the beginning of Christ’s ministry. 
The three busiest, most useful years ever lived on 
earth followed his baptism by John. They were years 
crowded with praying, teaching, preaching, healing, 
saving. He trained the disciples in the lessons of the 
kingdom and then commanded them to go to work 
everywhere under the power he would send upon 
them. They stayed until persecution thrust them 
forth. Then they went everywhere preaching the 
Word. Multitudes were saved; churches sprang up 
like magic, old systems of error crumbled, and the 
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empire was converted from the worship of Caesar 
to the worship of Christ. 

Jesus’ command to go “make disciples” is as bind- 
ing as his command to “baptize”; and it comes first. 
When all Baptists are as insistent on the “go” as 
some are on the “baptize” they will conquer the world 
for Christ. That is to say, their mission will be 
fulfilled when orthopraxy equals orthodoxy. This is 
not to decry orthodoxy. It is folly to proclaim unless 
one has a vital doctrine to announce; but woe to him 
who has such a doctrine and neglects its proclama- 
tion! He may hear Jesus say: “Cast ye the unprofit- 
able servant into outer darkness; there shall be weep- 
ing and gnashing of teeth.” 


Il Antimissionary Is ANTICHRIST 


A Baptist who is not missionary to the heart of 
his being and to the tips of his fingers denies the faith 
and is no Baptist at all. Nor is he Christian. Anti- 
missionary Christian is a misnomer. * Antimissionary 
is antichrist; for the only Christ we know is the 
Christ of the gospels and he embraced the “world” 
in his plan of salvation. You mutilate the gospel 
when you confine it to one nation, race or hemisphere, 
or to the “elect” of the earth. Calvinism is a com- 
forting, strengthening doctrine, but ultra-Calvinism 
is a blight. Our duty is to invite all to salvation and 
leave God to do the drawing. Spurgeon was right: 
“The question for me is not, are the heathen lost with- 
out the gospel, but am I saved if I have the gospel 
and fail to give it to them.” The old-time Negro had 
a very practical and scriptural doctrine. Asked if he 
believed in election, he answered: “Yes, but I hab 
noteeced ain’t no man been ’lected ter office whut 
wan’t er candedate.” 


III. CoveTousNEss 


Stinginess is the root of much “omissionaryism.” 
Some people love money more than they love lost 
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souls. God created the world out of nothing; he- 
made order out of chaos; he formed man out of the 
dust of the ground; he caused water to gush forth 
from the rock; he performed every kind of miracle; 
but even God, with all his power cannot use a stingy 
man or woman. Covetousness dries up the fountains 
of spirituality and parches the life with barrenness; it 
shrivels the soul; it mars the countenance; it para- 
lyzes religious energy; it makes men idolaters; it 
bars the gates of heaven; it smoothes the way and 
opens the portals to hell. Bad everywhere, it is worse 
when it attaches to the minister. He becomes a 
“watch dog” for his church. He pleads their poverty, 
the pressure of local demands, the multiplicity of out- 
side calls, the untimeliness of the present object. He 
a mirror in which everyone but himself sees him- 
becomes captious about methods, expenses, waste, 
management, persons. All the time he is holding up 
self. “Not greedy of filthy lucre,’ was one of Paul’s 
qualifications of-a pastor. 


IV. WEIGHED IN THE BALANCES 


American Baptists are being weighed in the bal- 
ances. Our people share in the prosperity of the coun- 
try, which, in spite of the depression, is still greater 
than that of any other country. They pos- 
sess conveniences and comforts, and many of them 
enjoy luxuries. Very well, so long as their spiritual 
growth keeps pace with their material growth. John 
had a standard for a Christian’s wealth: “Beloved, I 
pray above all things that thou mayest prosper and be 
in health, even as thy soul prospereth.” He prayed 
for the good health and financial success of Gaius, but 
only “as” his soul prospered. The thought is similiar 
to that in the prayer, ‘Forgive us our debts as we for- 
give our debtors.” The measure of the divine for- 
giveness is commensurate with the human forgive- 
ness. So the degree of temporal prosperity is to be 
proportionate to that of spiritual prosperity. Sam 
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Totes said, “No man worth more than $50,000 can be 
saved.” That i is purely arbitrary. A man may have 
as much property as he acquires honestly and uses 
righteously. Baptists successfully triumphed over 
state and church persecution. What shall be the 
issue of the conflict with possession of material things? 
Only as they “seek first the kingdom of God,” only as 
they administer their wealth as trustees of their Lord, 
only as they grow in liberality as they increase in 
worldly goods will they emerge victorious. 


V. Tue Law or GivINnG 


The law of giving is as obligatory upon the boy 
making fifty dollars a month as it is upon the man 
making fifty hundred. It is a larger law than tithing 
and should yield more than the mere tithe. Every 
one, young and old, rich and poor, male and female, 
is to give systematically and weekly as “the Lord has 
prospered.” When we are as scriptural in giving as 
we are in baptizing we will be the most efficient de- 
nomination in Christendom. Pastors will be freed 
from temporal things to give themselves to prayer and 
the ministry of the word. They will preach with 
greater power when a generous support relieves them 
of financia] embarrassment. The ranks of the min- 
istry will be recruited, not by hirelings, but by young 
men called of God to preach and encouraged by a 
denomination that does not “muzzle the ox that tread- 
eth out the corn.” The stakes will be strengthened 
in the homeland and the cords lengthened in for- 
eign lands. Mission and educational boards will 
have funds ample for their needs and the kingdom of 
God will be established in the earth. My soul exults 
in the thought! A mighty host of New Testament 
Christians impassioned with zeal for Christ and love 
for the lost, holding all they have as under tribute to 
their King, counting not their lives dear unto them- 
selves, finishing their ministry with joy and blessing! 

The alternative causes my soul to shudder. A peo- 
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ple strong in doctrine and numbers but flabby in 
deeds and efficiency. A tree, large of trunk and 
beautiful of foliage, but a cumberer of the ground. 
A light to shine to the remotest corners of the earth, 
but “light become darkness.” A well of water to 
spring up to eternal life, but the waters are dried 
up and the thirst unquenched. A sea for boats and 
fishes, for joy and trade, but with no outlet until its 
waters are dead and its shores are salt. 


I looked upon a sea, and lo! it was dead, 
Although by Hermon’s snows and Jordan fed. 
How came a fate so dire? The tale’s soon told; 
All it got it kept, and fast did hold. 


All tributary streams found here their grave, 
For this sea received, but nothing gave. 

Oh, sea, that’s dead, teach me to know and feel 
That selfish grasp and greed my doom will seal. 


VI. PourricAL DEMOCRACY 


President Wilson became the world spokesman for 
political democracy. In outlining to Congress the 
aims before America in the war, he mentioned three 
principles that are particularly dear to Baptists: (1) 
the rights of the small nations; (2) the right of every 
people to determine their own form of government and 
to choose their rulers; (3) the safety of the world for 
democracy. These are cherished and immemorial 
Baptist principles: (1) Among us the smallest church 
has equal rights with the largest church; the young- 
est church member has equal rights with the oldest; 
(2) every church governs its own affairs and deter- 
mines its co-operation; every individual not only has 
the privilege, but also is under the imperious duty of 
determining for himself his religion and choosing his 
church; (3) our whole history expounds the doctrines 
of democracy—the rule of a majority of the people, 
and we have striven to create conditions in which that 
doctrine could live and flourish. 
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A practical question for the nations and Baptists is; 
What type of democracy is safe for the world? 
Drunk with the new wine of freedom, long suppressed 
peoples of Europe destroyed every right of prop- 
erty and violated every form of law. So quickly 
did they come into power that they squandered it like 
prodigal heirs suddenly possessed of a large estate. 
Democracy to unenlightened, lawless people is like a 
razor in the hands of a child. Baptists have two ad- 
vantages in the changing order: (1) their type of 
democracy is that of Jesus and Paul; (2) they are 
experienced in its administration. The first time in 
history the word “democracy” occurs in a civil docu- 
ment is when John Clarke wrote it in the preamble 
and act of incorporation of the Providence Planta- 
tions: “The form of government established in Provi- 
dence Plantations is democratic; that is to say, a gov- 
ernment held by the free and voluntary consent of all 
or the greater part of the free inhabitants”; ... “the 
government which this body politic doth attend unto 
in this Island .. . is a democracy, or popular govern- 
ment.” That was the first opportunity of Baptists 
to form a government on their plan. The adminis- 
tration of that democracy was in the interest of pub- 
lic order. A distinction between civil and religious 
offenses was carefully guarded. Citizenship was re- 
fused the anarchist Gorton. Religious freedom does 
not mean fanaticism; civil freedom does not mean 
anarchy. Baptists hold that freedom of action is de- 
limited by the rights of others and license is regulated 
by law; property is sacred and the person is inviolable. 


VII. CuRiIsTIAN EpUCATION ESSENTIAL 


Baptists must promote education so that intelli- 
gence will be the handmaid of experience. Baptists 
are the last of all the denominations to depreciate 
learning. Where one man, or group of men, govern, 
their wisdom may guide affairs aright. Where the 
people govern it is essential that the masses shall be 
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enlightened in order to rule wisely and well. Primary 
education, state education, denominational educa- 
‘tion, find in us firm friends. We only insist that what 
is taught shall be knowledge, not speculation; con- 
structive, not destructive; that denominational — 
schools shall be Christian in fact, not in name alone. 
To make sure of the future we must put a premium 
upon Christian education. A denomination without 
its system of schools and colleges and_ theological 
seminaries is a denomination without a future. Bap- | 
tists should never forget that the founder of those 

little Christian democracies that dotted the shores of — 
the Mediterranean was the best educated man of his 
time; and that a Greek Testament in the hand of a 
college graduate was the immediate cause of the or- 
ganization of the Baptist denomination in America. 


VIII. UncHANGING PRINCIPLES 


Times change, but principles are eternal and ad- 
mit of application to all conditions. We must so 
teach and exemplify our doctrines as to make them 
attractive and powerful. Autonomous church gov- 
ernment relates itself to other like bodies and forms 
-& co-operating group. The spiritual significance of 
the ordinances constitutes their highest value; spirit- 
uality in individuals and church vitalizes the ordi- 
nances. On one side of the shield is “Preservation 
of the Saints”; on the other is “Let every one that 
hath this hope in him purify himself even as he is 
pure.” Salvation by grace imposes a debt of grati- 
tude upon the beneficiary which is discharged only by 
its zealous proclamation. Sanctification is a process 
in which believers grow in grace unto perfection at- 
tained when they “awake in his likeness.” In the do- 
ing of these things we both save ourselves and them | 
that hear us. The love that seeks and finds flows 
from the redeemed in streams of sympathy and ser- 
vice. 
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Is this the time, O Church of Christ, to sound 
Retreat? To arm with weapons cheap and blunt 
The men and women who have borne the brunt 

Of Truth’s fierce strife, and nobly held their ground? 


Is this the time to halt, when all around 
Horizons lift, new destinies confront, 
Stern duties wait our nation, never wont 

To play the laggard, when God’s will was found? 


No! rather strengthen stakes and lengthen cords. 
Enlarge thy plans and gifts, O thou elect, 
And to thy kingdom come for such a time! 

The earth with all its fullness is the Lord’s. 
Great things attempt for him, great things expect, 
Whose love imperial is, whose power sublime. 


QUESTIONS FOR REVIEW AND EXAMINATION 


In class work the teacher should.select at least ten ques- 
tions from the following list, at the time for the examination, 
to be answered in writing, without help of any kind. One must 
attend at least six of the required ten class periods to be eli- 
gible for the class examination. One who fails to be pres- 
ent at least six periods, or who for other valid reason cannot 
take the class examination, may take a special examination, 
but must answer at least twenty questions. Following home 
study an examination may be taken, but at least twenty ques- 
tions must be answered in writing, without help of any kind. 
These questions will be sent upon request by the state Bap- 
tist Training Union department or by the Baptist Training 
Union Department of the Baptist Sunday Schoo! Board, Nash- 
ville, Tennessee. 


noe 


for) 


CHAPTER I 


. Explain the origin of the name “Baptists.” 
. Why may Baptists claim to be well born? 
. Indicate at least five achievements which show their his. 


toric greatness. 


. Show how the Baptists have proved their fidelity to human 


liberty. 


. Justify the statement that the Baptists are renowned the 


world over for their loyalty. 


. Tell of the Baptist defense of religious liberty. 
. Cite some facts which show the part which the Baptists 


have played in the life of the United States. 


CHAPTER II 


. Compare Baptists numerically with other denominations. 
. How do Baptists rank in the matter of Christian education? 
. What of the place of the Baptists in Sunday school and 


Training Union work? 


[ 109 ] 


110 THE PEOPLE CALLED BAPTISTS. 


11. 


12. 
13. 


14. 


15. 


16. 


AWG 


18. 


19. 


20. 
21. 


22. 
23. 


24. 


25. 


26. 


27. 


Why has Baptist advance always been greatest when the 
people are the freest? 

What argument is made for a new standard of giving? 

Why should Baptists seek a new standard of living? 


CHAPTER III 


What three doctrines usually considered as constituting our 
distinctiveness are not really distinctive Baptist doc- — 
trines? Explain and justify your answer. 

Name the three distinctive Baptist doctrines. 


Why is the New Testament our sole and sufficient author- = 


ity? 
Show the bearing ee this fact upon the question of infant 
baptism. = 
Show how the New Testament makes us part company 
with those who claim the right to change the mode of 
baptism. 
What is meant by individual responsibility? 


CHAPTER IV 


What is a New Testament church? 

Show that the household baptism furnished no evidence ~ 
that any but believers were baptized. 

Name some of the perils and safeguards of our churches. 

Why does the author say that the New Testament churches 
were independent and self-governing? 

Indicate the New Testament use of the terms elder, bishop, | 
and pastor. ‘ 


CHAPTER V 


The Greek word translated “baptize” means immerse. Why 
do you say this? 

If you ask the Old Testament for its eutionee for sprink- 
ling, what must be its reply? 

Show that the New Testament gives no sanction to sprink- 
ling or pouring as baptism. 


30. 
31. 


39; 
33. 
34. 
85. 
36. 
37. 
38. 


39. 
40. 


41. 


43. 
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. Name some eminent pedobaptists who support our con- 


tention that Christ was immersed. 


- Does the baptism of 3,000 at Pentecost present any real 


difficulty? Justify your answer. 

What can you say as regards the case of the jailer? 

What fundamental principles in law are mentioned by the 
author, and what is their bearing upon the question of 
the mode of baptism? . 


CHAPTER VI 


Into what four divisions is the world divided upon the 
Lord’s Supper? 

Why does not inviting to the Supper not shut anyone off 
from the means of grace? 

State the Baptist position and practice as regards invita- 
tions to the Lord’s Supper. 

Why does the author say that the Lord’s Supper is re- 
stricted and located in the church? 

Indicate some other restrictions of the Lord’s Supper. 

Show that the Supper is restricted to the baptized. 

Has open and free communion ever been practiced by any 
of the denominations? Cite pedobaptist authors. 
What does the author mean by his statement that the 

average pedobaptist disregards the standards of his de- 
nomination and views the Lord’s Supper sentimentally? 
How would you answer the objection that a Baptist wife 
cannot commune with her pedobaptist husband, and 
vice versa? 
Are Baptists narrow because they do not commune with 
other denominations? 


. How answer the objection that restricted communion keeps 


many out of the Baptist churches? 


CHAPTER VII 


Name the three divisions in the sermon which baptism 
preaches on the necessity for regeneration. 


, 
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44. Indicate the three divisions in the sermon which the Lord’s 
Supper preaches upon the atoning death of Jesus. 

45. Explain the attitude of Baptists toward governmental in- 
terference. 


CHAPTER VIII 


46. Explain why Baptists are committed to a large program. 
47. State some evil results of covetousness, and show why it | 
is worst when it attaches to a minister? 
48. What is the scriptural law of giving? 
49. What principles dear to Baptists did President Wilson men- 
_ tion in outlining America’s aim in the World War? 
50. Why must Baptists promote education? 
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